K seg ee MN EN Government 
WRONG 
Publitations 


_ Twenty-Eighth Annual Report 


OF THE 


[ONTARIO MUNICIPAL 
BOARD 


To Beoniber Sist, 1933-3 
| 


PRESENTED TO THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY 
| BY COMMAND | 


; | 
ONTARIO | 


| TORONTO | 
| Printed and Published by the Printer to the King’s Most Excellent Majesty : || 
1934 || 


CURD CBM 
wae 2, | 


—HSl 


> 
( 
| Twenty-Eighth Annual Report 
le | ? OF THE 
ONTARIO MUNICIPAL 
BOARD 
To December 31st, 1933 
i 
oy et 
ai PRESENTED TO THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY 
{ BY COMMAND 
SESSIONAL PAPER No. 24, 1934 
TORONTO 


Printed and Published by the Printer to the King’s Most Excellent Majesty 
1934 


To CoLoNEL, THE HoNoURABLE HERBERT A. BRUCE, 
Lieutenant-Governor of the Province of Ontario, in Council. 


May It PLEASE YouR Honour: 


The undersigned has the honour to transmit herewith the Twenty-eighth 


©» Report of The Ontario:Municipal Board for the year ending December 31st, 
51933. 


Respectfully submitted, 


WILLIAM H. PRICE, 
Attorney-General. 
Parliament Buildings, 
Toronto, March 23rd, 1934. 


[3] 


Parliament Buildings, 
Toronto, March 7th, 1934. 
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I have the honour to send you herewith the Twenty-eighth Annual Report 
of The Ontario Municipal Board to December 31st, 1933. : 
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H. C. SMALL, 


Secretary. 
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ORGANIZATION 


The Organization of The Ontario Municipal Board of the Province of 
Ontario is as follows: 


(GR IGT OWN Kes Giga See a ea SEAL Me: Deciecadeet cates atonc aheaue cecg Chairman 
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ets CRBS NATE eR cent ay, a cleeh ee mre cic ase oes Sate Shas) Hheicolaetl on Nile sare TEST See Secretary 
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TWENTY-EIGHTH ANNUAL REPORT 
OF THE 


Ontario Municipal Board 
To December 3ist, 1933 


In pursuance of Section 162 of “The Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932,” 
The Ontario Municipal Board beg leave respectfully to submit their Twenty- 
eighth Annual Report. 


SITTINGS OF THE BOARD 


___ The Board held meetings for the transaction of routine business every 
juridical day throughout the year. The record of the sessions of the Board and 
an abstract of the proceedings, together with the Judgments and Opinions of the 
Board, appear in the Appendix. 

In this connection it should be stated that about 80 per cent. of the Board's 
work is not conducted at formal sessions of the Board shown in the abstract 
of proceedings above mentioned. This office work of the Board is transacted 
usually upon written applications and not in the way of formal hearing of parties 
interested. A classified abstract of the office work of the Board disposed of in 
the way of formal applications without formally hearing the parties, will be 
found in the Appendix. In addition to this there is the usual office work of 
considering and replying to enquiries and other routine correspondence. A short 
reference is hereafter made, under different sub-headings, of the applications 
dealt with by the Board ex parte or without a formal hearing of the parties 
interested. 


APPLICATIONS TO THE BOARD 


There were 504 formal applications made to the Board in 1933. Of the 
formal applications all those in which the parties were ready to go to trial have 
been heard and disposed of, except in a few cases where adjournments were 
granted to the parties at the request of Counsel or in order to procure further 
evidence or to obtain reports from experts in connection with technical matters 
in question. 

Some of the formal applications are still standing for trial, as in the more 
important matters the parties interested are showing an increasing disposition 
to take advantage of the opportunities afforded them by the Board’s rules for 
obtaining discovery and production, thus, to some extent, delaying the final 
dates of the hearing of the applications, but in reality facilitating the final 
disposition at the hearings of all the matters in question between the parties. 


Law STAMpes 


The amount of revenue collected by the Board in Law Stamps, in the year 
1933 was $6,935.50. In 1928 the amount collected was $6,167.60; in 1929, 
$6,935.50; in 1930, $10,859.50; in 1931, $8,739.50; and in 1932, $9,033.00. 
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PROVINCIAL RAILWAYS 


way systems affected) of 


An alphabetical list (under the names of the rail pieces o 


applications to the Board during 1933 affecting Provincial Railways, 1s 
in the Appendix to this Report. 

Extensions of and improvements to Provincia 
reported to the Board, will be found in the Appendix 
under the names of the several Systems reporting. 

A tabulation (arranged alphabetically) of railways under the Board’s 
jurisdiction will be found in the Appendix. 


1 Railways during 1933, as 
(arranged alphabetically) 


REPORTS TO THE HOUSE 


In pursuance of Section 51, Chapter 27, Ontario Statutes, 1932, the Board 
made enquiry into and reported upon two Bills which were introduced last 
Session into the Legislature. 


-ANNEXATIONS OF TERRITORY 


There were two applications made in 1933 by urban Municipalities for 
annexation of additional territory thereto. An alphabetical list of these 
annexation applications is contained in the Appendix. 


VALIDATION OF MUNICIPAL DEBENTURES 
(Part V of Chapter 27, Ontario Statutes, 1932) 


There were 64 applications in 1933 to the Board under the above legislation, 
involving debentures of a total value of $4,236,435.39. Acting under the powers 
conferred by such legislation, the Board was able to grant relief in nearly all 
of these cases, included in which were forty-five by-laws affected by irregu- 
larities which would otherwise have probably required special Acts of the 
Legislature to make the debentures thereunder valid and saleable. 

Municipalities are showing an increasing disposition to have their by-laws 
and debentures validated under said Part V, even in cases where no irregularities 
occur requiring the curative powers of the Board, as they have found that such 
validation facilitates the marketing of their debentures. 

The amount of debentures validated by the Board during 1928 was 
$4,726,726.17; in 1929, $5,762,022.06; in 1930,$11,339,944.85; 1931,$4 801,774.42: 
and in 1932, $6,568,779.63. ee 

An alphabetical list of theseapplications filed in 1933 is iven in i 
and will be found indexed under the word ‘‘Validation.” 2 Tar 


FLOATING INDEBTEDNESS 
(Section 78 (d) of Part V, Chapter 27, Ontario Statutes, 1932) 


Since the coming into effect of this legislation on the 29th of March, 1932 3 
seven municipalities in 1932, and twenty-three in 1933, have taken advantage of 
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Same and, with one exception, obtained Orders of the Board authorizing the issue 
of debentures to take care of their floating indebtedness, thereby saving consider- 
able expense in the obtaining of special Acts of the Legislature, which would 
otherwise have been necessary. 

The total amount of such debentures authorized by the Board in 1932 
was $392,927.05, and in 1933, $909,587.79. An alphabetical list of these 
applications will be found in the Appendix indexed under ‘Floating Indebtedness.” 


UNEMPLOYMENT RELIEF WoRKS 


(Section 4, Subsection (2) of The Unemployment Relief Acts 
(Ontario), 1931 and 1932, and Section 8 of the 
Act of 1933) 


Since the Unemployment Relief Acts (Ontario) came into force on the 2nd 
day of April, 1931, the 29th March, 1932, and the 18th April, 1933, respectively, 
the Board, in 1931, considered 74 applications involving debenture issues amount- 
ing to $1,383,498; in 1932, 122 applications, involving debenture issues amounting 
to $3,085,644.84; and in 1933, 27 applications involving debenture issues of 
$4,594,002 for Unemployment Relief Works and, also under the Act of 1933, 
12 applications totalling $2,432,437 for Direct Relief. 


ARBITRATIONS 


In 1933 the Board officiated as arbitrators in respect of six applications 
which were made to it under ‘The Highway Improvement Act’ and amendments, 
and one reference under ‘“‘The Northern Development Act’’ and amendments, 
and one under “The Niagara Parks Act.”’ 


ASSESSMENT APPEALS 


There were 47 assessment appeals to the Board during the year 1933. The 
assessed value of the property affected by these appeals was $24,643,764.00. 


ACCIDENTS 


A tabulated summary of Accident Reports received by the Board from 
Provincial Railways during the year 1933 appears in the Appendix, and shows 
that 11 persons were killed and 835 injured during the year. 

In 1928, 31 persons were killed and 848 injured; in 1929, 30 persons were 
killed and 1,017 injured; in 1930, 22 persons were killed and 899 injured; in 1931, 
20 persons were killed and 912 injured; and in 1932, 15 persons were killed and 
891 injured. 


PLANS 
(Land Subdivisions) 
Under ‘‘The Planning and Development Act’’ (Chapter 236, R.S.O. 1927), 


“The Land Titles Act’ (Chapter 158, R.S.O. 1927), Section 110, and “The 
Registry Act’ (Chapter 155, R.S.O. 1927), Section 80, subsections 14 and 18, 
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the Board considered during the year seventeen applications for ae 
plans, deeds of conveyance, etc. An alphabetical list of the owners 0 property 
in question in these applications will be found in the ppp 

Thirty-eight of such applications were considered in 1928, } 
1929, forty-seven in 1930, thirty-three in 1931, and thirty-three in 1932. 


fifty-three in 


FORMS 


The Board has (for distribution to parties interested) the following forms 
and specifications, namely: 


(1) The Board’s Rules of Practice and Procedure and Practice Forms. 
(2) Regulations, Specifications and Forms respecting Railways. 
(3) Standard Specifications for Bridges, Viaducts, Trestles or other structures. 
(4) Forms under “The Planning and Development Act,” with directions 
for guidance of Applicants thereunder. : . 
(5). Forms for submission of a By-law or question to a poll, under “The 
Municipal Act.” 
(6) Form for Money By-law. 
(7) Forms of affidavits in support of applications under Part V of “The 
Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932.” 
(8) Preliminary Resolution under Section 8 of “The Local Improvement 
iNctam 
(9) Forms for Annual Reports by Railway Systems. 
(10) Forms for Reports as to Examination of Motormen. 
(11) Forms for Reports of Accidents by Railway Systems. 
(12) Regulation as to height of car steps. 
(13) Directions for guidance of applicants under Subsection (2) of Section 399 
of “The Municipal Act.” 
(14) Tariff of the Board’s Fees. 
(15) Memorandum respecting approval of By-laws under The Unemploy- 
ment Relief Acts (Ontario), 1931, 1932 and 1933. 
(16) Pamphlet containing copy of ‘‘The Telephone Act,’’ and with informa- 
tion regarding Provincial Telephone Systems, and including 
(a) Specifications for construction and equipment of telephone systems; 
(6) Form of By-law providing for the establishment of a telephone 
system under Part II of “The Telephone Act’; 
(c) Form of By-law providing for the issue of debentures to pay for the 
nae of establishing a telephone system under Part II of ‘‘The Telephone 
CU; 
(d) Form of By-law to regulate the management and operation of a 
telephone system established under Part II of ‘The Telephone Act”; 
(e) Form of Annual Report to be furnished to the subscribers to a 
telephone system established under Part II of ‘The Telephone INGtar 
(f) Sample form of Annual Report and Balance Sheet for telephone 
companies; ; 
(g) Form of Account for use by telephone companies using the ‘‘Discount 
System of Collections”; 
(h) Form of Municipal Debentures—Instalment Plan; 
(2) Form of Constitution and By-laws for a Telephone Company. 
(17) Forms of Petition praying for the establishment or ex 


tensi 
telephone system under Part II of ‘‘The Telephone Act.” ee sion ola 


‘ —_ 
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: (18) Forms of By-laws granting to a telephone company the right to use the 
highways of a township. 


; (19) Regulations and specifications for telephone or telegraph wires crossing 
railways. 
(20) Form for Return by Municipality operating a Telephone System. 
(21) Form for Return by Company, etc., operating a Telephone System. 
(22) Form for Tariff of Tolls for Telephone System. 


EXTENSION OF MUNICIPAL UTILITIES, &c., APPROVED UNDER SUBSECTION (2) oF 
SECTION 399 oF “THE Muwnicipar Acr”’ 


An alphabetical tabulation (under the names of the municipalities) of 
extensions to public utilities made by municipalities and approved by the Board 
under the above subsection (2) will be found in the Appendix, and is indexed 
under the word ‘“‘Approval.’’ 


The total of the debenture issue under these By-laws approved in 1933 


amounts to $830,728.00. In 1928 the total debenture issue approved amounted 


to $1,820,244.87; in 1929, $2,425,528.34; in 1930, $3,884,176.37; in 1931, 
$3,264,899.06, and $3,222,721.38 in 1932. 


MISCELLANEOUS MATTERS UNDER THE BOaARD’s JURISDICTION 


A classified analysis of miscellaneous matters dealt with in 1933, under the 
jurisdiction of the Board, will be found in the Appendix. These include Annexa- 
tions under “The Municipal Act’’; Arbitrations; Assessment Appeals under 
section 83 of “The Assessment Act’’; Financial and other Bills reported to the 
House under Section 51, Chapter 27, Ontario Statutes, 1932; By-laws approved 
under Section 78 (c) of Chapter 27, Ontario Statutes, 1932; Defaulting Munici- 
palities, Orders respecting, under Part VI of Chapter 27, Ontario Statutes, 1932; 
Extension of Debenture Issue Period, under Section 296 (11) and (12) of “The 
Municipal Act’; Fire Halls, Fire Engines, etc., approval of expenditure for, 
under Section 27 of ‘“‘The Municipal Amendment Act, 1931 (Chapter 50); Floating 
Indebtedness, authority to Municipalities to issue debentures to pay under 
Section 78 (d) of Part V of Chapter 27, Ontario Statutes, 1932; Highways, De- 
partment of, Claims against—Applications under Section 77a of “The Highway 
Improvement Act; Highways (Narrow) approved under Section 490 (2) of “The 
Municipal Act’’; Increased Borrowings by Municipal Councils, Section 334 (7) 
of “The Municipal Act” as re-enacted by Section 10 (2), Chapter 27, Ontario 
Statutes, 1933; Interest Increase and Interest Decrease By-laws, approved under 
Section 300 of ‘““The Municipal Act’; Lane, Claim for reduction on exemption 
of assessment of properties for opening of, Section 27a of “The Local Improvement 
Act’’ as re-enacted by Section 2, Chapter 26, Ontario Statutes, 1933; Legislation 
(Special), approval of By-laws under; Local Improvements, petitions against, 
under Section 9 of ‘The Local Improvement Act”; Local Improvements, approval 
of the passing of Construction By-laws therefor, under Section 8 of “The Local 
Improvement Act’ as re-enacted by Section 2 of “The Local Improvement 
Amendment Act, 1932’’ (Chapter 30); Local Improvements, abandonment of 
part of work, under Section 18 of “‘The Local Improvement Act”’; Apportionment 
of Cost of Local Improvement Work, approval of By-laws under Section 26 (3) 
of “The Local Improvement Act’’; ‘The Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932’” 
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(Chapter 27), Appeals under Sections 93 and 106 (2); Parks, setting aside part 


f for athletic purposes, Section 12 of ‘“The Public Parks Act’’ (Chapter 248, 
i The Chapter Si. IRSHO) 


R.S.O. 1927); ‘‘The Power Commission Act,” Section 24 ( ; 

1927, as enacted by Chapter 13, Section 3, Ontario Statutues, 1931), respecting 
Public Utilities; Repeal of Money By-laws as to residue not raised, Section 301 
(2) of “The Municipal Act’; Restrictions as to use of land or buildings, etc., 
approval of, under Section 398 of ‘‘The Municipal Act”’; Sinking Funds, approval 
of By-laws for investment of, under Section 317 of ‘“The Municipal Act’’; Sterling, 
Issue of debentures in, Section 296 (a) of ‘‘The Municipal Act” as enacted by 
Section 8, Chapter 37, Ontario Statutes, 1933; Tax Rate, approval of further 
debt, etc., under Section 306 (2) of ‘“‘The Municipal Act’; The Unemployment 
Relief Acts (Ontario), 1931, 1932, and 1933; Weigh Scales and Weighing of Coal, 
etc., Section 400 (11) of ‘‘The Municipal Act’’; and Works ordered by Dominion 
and Ontario Railway Boards, approval of By-laws for, under Section 297 (2) (f) 


of “The Municipal Act.”’ 


Pusiic UTILITIES 


Applications respecting Public Utilities will be found in the Appendix, 


indexed under the names of the Parties thereto. 
Jal, (C. Swe, 


Secretary. 


gor 
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REPORT OF THE SUPERVISOR OF TELEPHONE SYSTEMS 
FOR THE YEAR 1933 


The following applications under the provisions of ‘The Telephone Act” 
were dealt with by the Board in 1933: 


Under Section 7: 


j telephoneisy ste mem inc erect le sential nn este te nena 1 

Under Section 19: For the approval of municipal by-laws providing for the establishment 
; ofjtelephoneisystemsmecn cst, Gee et eee a EN 1 

Under Section 20: For an extension of the period in which to repay the debenture debt to 
meet the cost of establishing a telephone system............... 1 


Under Section 24: For the approval of municipal debenture by-laws to meet the cost of 


‘ establishing or extending telephone systems................... 9 
Under Section 31: For the approval of the purchase of an existing telephone system by a 
d MUnicipalitbyrormanty, poGbionkthereolie ate ene eee 5 
Under Section 57: For the approval of the by-laws of a municipal telephone system... . 1 
Under Section 59: For an Order prescribing the date for holding the annual meeting of 
Subseriberss tiara oe oe Se ents eer a Re oR eriln oon ce 12 
Under Section 80: For the approval of municipal by-laws granting the right to erect poles 
andiwiressuponkthenighwaySe-e sine tink ater ane tereuenenn 5 
Under Section 88: For the approval of by-laws of a telephone COMpan ya eee 9 
Under Section 90: For an Order requiring certain alterations to a telephone system to 
ensure the provision of an efficient service..................... 2 
Under Section 93: For the consent to erection of poles and wires parallel with existing 
HES ee Pea ae wee eT aay Sic cas TaCed NEP aiAC RC SRT ILE ee eS 3 
Under Section 97: For the approval of agreements providing for interchange of service... 19 
Under Section 98: For an Order fixing terms and conditions for interchange of service. . . 1 
Under Section 102: For the approval of the sale of telephone systems.................. 2 
Under Section 103: For authority to increase the charges for telephone service.......... 5 
Under Section 105: For authority to furnish free telephone service....................- 1 
Under Section 109: For an Order re maintenance of reserve for depreciation............ 6 
Under Section 110: For authority to expend a portion of the moneys set aside for deprecia- 
tion upon new construction or extensions or in the purchase of 
SECULITIOS a4 eee Side Vins RON URI in OR | gre ay oe Ge eet ce uf 
Under Section 111: For authority to issue stock and bonds........................--- 3 
Under Section 119: For an Order requiring surrender of books, etc., by retiring Secretary- 
ME TCASUT ERS sec raie cae Se ASS RAMEE oR a EST eee es iL 
Under Section 125: Complaint as to breach of Companies Act in respect of procedure at 
annual meeting of shareholders................-.-.002eeeeeees 
Motalynumberotapplicationssaqayjsacrm ee TCne Getto ieee 95 


The continued policy of the Board in endeavouring to secure an amicable 
settlement of matters in dispute between the applicant and respondent has, with 
the assistance of the Board’s Supervisor, proved successful in the majority of 
such cases. 


In addition to the applications and complaints referred to, a vast amount of 
correspondence relating to telephone matters has been dealt with by the Board’s 
Supervisor, through the medium of which much information and assistance has 
been given to municipalities, companies and other persons interested, and many 
difficulties which might otherwise have necessitated a formal application and 
public hearing have been satisfactorily adjusted. y 


A number of points were visited by the Board’s Inspector of Telephone 
Service during the year for the purpose of investigating complaints made by 
subscribers, and upon his report and recommendation the Board has been enabled 
to secure considerable improvement in the telephone service furnished by the 
systems coming under his observation. 


The following changes in the ownership of telephone systems were made 
during the year: 
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Lillie May Watt purchased the system of The East Luther Telephone 
Company, Limited, comprising 376 telephones. : 

The Municipal Corporation of the Township of Cumberland acquired oe 
system of The Russel Rural Telephone Company, Limited, comprising Ns 
telephones. This system is now being operated under Part II of ‘““The Telephone 
TANG tha 
Sydney F. Arden purchased from Gordon Ross Phillips, Administrator of 
the Estate of Celia May Bryan, deceased, the system operating as The Stormont 
Telephone Company, comprising fifty telephones. 

The Rama Mara Telephone Company, Limited, acquired the system of 
The Atherley Telephone Association, Limited, comprising four telephones. 

There was a decrease in the number of telephones in service of 47.79 or 4.4 
per cent. of the total stations in operation on December 31st, 1932, as compared 
with a loss of 6,055, or 5.3 per cent. in 1932. Statistics furnished by The Bell 
Telephone Company of Canada, Limited, show a decrease in Ontario for that 
Company in 1933 of 5.8 per cent. as compared with 8 per cent. in 1932. 

The number of telephoné systems within the jurisdiction of Ontario of which 
the Board has record is 606 operating 103,158 telephones, 33,987 miles of pole 
lead carrying 186,627 miles of wire and representing an investment of $10,250,318. 

There are eleven systems owned and operated by municipalities under the 
provisions of Part I of the Act, viz.: The Cities of Fort William and Port Arthur, 
the Towns of Cochrane, Dryden, Fort Frances, Kenora, Keewatin and Rainy 
River, and the Townships of Alberton, Caledon and Hilliard. 

One hundred and twenty-one systems are now established and operating 
under Part II of the Act and furnishing service in 276 towns, villages and 
townships. 

In addition to the before-mentioned systems the Forestry Branch of the 
Department of Lands and Forests is operating an extensive system in connection 
with its work of fire prevention. This system comprises 607 telephone stations, 
2,421 miles of pole lead and tree attachments and 4,636 miles of wire, the total 
investment being $283,792. 

Detailed statistics and other information relative to these systems will be 
found in the Appendix to this report entitled “Telephone Systems, 1934.”’ 


FRANCIS DAGGER, 
Supervisor of Telephone Systems, 
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APPENDIX 


PROCEDURE FILE A-2875 


Application by the City of Toronto, under Section 398 of ‘‘The Municipal 
Act,” for approval of its By-law Number 12665, being a By-law to prohibit 
the use of land or the erection or use of buildings for any other purpose than that 
of a private detached residence or a single or double duplex dwelling on a portion 
of Avenue Road, north of Roselawn Avenue. 

April 26th. Hearing continued, 10.30 a.m.; 11.40 a.m. to 12.20 p.m. 
Adjourned to Tuesday, October 31st, 1933, at 10.30 a.m. 

October 3ist. Hearing continued, 10.30 to 10.45 a.m. Application granted, 
Applicant’s Solicitor to draft Order. 

November 3rd. Draft Order filed. 

November 3rd. Order issued. 

October 31st, 1933. 
ORDER 


The application of the Corporation of the City of Toronto, pursuant to 
Section 398 of “The Municipal Act,” being R.S.O. 1927, Chapter 233, for approval 
of its said By-law Number 12665, having come on for hearing by appointment 
before this Board on the 24th day of June, 1930, in the presence of a number 
of property owners affected and their Counsel, and having been adjourned till 
and further heard successively on the 30th day of September, the 14th day of 
October, the 20th day of November, and the 19th day of December, 1930, the 
17th day of February, and the 19th day of March, 1931, and on the 26th day 
of April, 1933, and on this day in the presence of such property owners affected 
and their Counsel as appeared from time to time before the Board, the Board 
having heard read the By-law and the other material filed including affidavits 
proving service of all notices as required by the said Statute, and having heard 
the evidence adduced and what was alleged by all persons before the Board, 

The Board orders, under and in pursuance of Section 398, Subsection (26), 
of ‘‘The Municipal Act,” R.S.O. 1927, Chapter 233, that By-law Number 12665 
of the Corporation of the City of Toronto, being intituled “A By-law to prohibit 
the use of land or the erection or use of buildings for any other purpose than that 
of a private detached residence or a single or double duplex dwelling on a portion 
of Avenue Road, north of Roselawn Avenue,” be and the same is hereby approved. 


(Ggd.) € R. McKEown, 
(Seal) Chairman. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-3170 


In the matter of Sections 59 and 77a of “The Highway Improvement ANGE,” 


BETWEEN: 
The Toronto General Trusts Corporation, Executor and Trustee of 
the Estate of Alice Roy Sweny, deceased, 
Claimant, 


—and— 


His Majesty the King, in right of the Province of Ontario, represented 


by the Minister of Highways for the Province of Ontario, 
Respondent. 
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June 23rd. Subpoena (d.t.) issued to Claimant's Solicitors. es g 

June 26th. Hearing, 10.30 a.m. to 4 p.m. at the Board’s Chambers. 
Adjourned to 10 A.M. to-morrow. : ys 

June 27th. Hearing continued, 10 A.M. to 4 P.M. Adjourned to to-morrow 

at 10 A.M. ; i. 

June 28th. Hearing continued, 10 a.m. to 4.30 P.M. Adjourned to July 
5th, 1933, at 10 A.M. 

July 5th. Hearing continued, 10 A.M. to 4.30 P.M. Adjourned to to-morrow 
at 10 A.M. 

July 6th. Hearing continued, 10 A.M. to 4.25 P.M. Adjourned to to-morrow 
at 10 A.M. 

July 7th. Hearing continued, 10 a.m. to 12 mp. Argument concluded. 
Judgment reserved. 

August 18th. Award issued. : 

December 4th. Motion for Leave to Appeal dismissed with costs by 
Court of Appeal (see Globe, December 5th, 1933). 


AWARD 


To ALL TO WHOM THESE PRESENTS SHALL COME: 
The Ontario Municipal Board sends greeting. 


The Claimant in its representative capacity as Executor and Trustee of the 
Estate of Alice Roy Sweny, deceased on the 23rd December, 1927, was the owner 
of a property in what is known as ‘‘Hogg’s Hollow’’ in the Don Valley, in the 
Township of North York, consisting of 104 acres. 

The property consisted of lands lying in the valley itself and of the hillsides 
on either side of the Don River. Part of the lands in the valley bottom were in 
a state of cultivation, but apart from that the property remained in its natural 
state, being well wooded on both slopes, which in places are somewhat precipitous. 
The river meandered through the property on a tortuous course from the westerly 
to the easterly limit. 

For some years prior to 1928 the property was occupied by a tenant of the 
estate who farmed it and in addition took and sold gravel from the river channel. 
On the property were some old frame farm buildings and a disused mill. 

The property itself is situate on Yonge Street about one and a quarter miles 
north of the City limits of Toronto, and runs westerly from Yonge Street. 
Vehicular entrance was obtained by means of what is known as the Old Mill 
Road entering from Yonge Street through the Carsson property and thence to 
the Claimant’s lands. This road is but a narrow wagon road, gravelled in 
places, and at the point where it left Yonge Street an electric radial line had to 
be crossed and a fairly steep downward grade negotiated to the Don River, which 
was crossed by a narrow plank bridge at approximately the boundary between 
the Carsson and the Claimant’s property. From thence the wagon road pro- 
ceeded along the flocr of the valley to the westerly limit of the property. 

On the south the property was principally abutted by the Carsson property 
in the valley, and on the heights by the subdivided area known as “Armour 
Heights,” on the north by the McCabe property and by the subdivided lands 
known as “Kensington.” The easterly boundary was Yonge Street, and the 
westerly boundary was also ‘‘Armour Heights.” 

On the 23rd December, 1927, the Ontario De 


. partment of Highwa <pro- 
priated for the Respondent from the Claimant 4.18 oes 


6 acres of the Sweny property, 
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taking In so doing a strip of land across the property from the south limit to the 
north limit, and on a diagonal course through the same. The expropriated strip 
varied in width from 200 feet at and near the top of the southerly slope to a 
lesser width of ninety feet across the valley floor and up the northerly -lope 
where the width increased to approximately 670 feet. 

3 Upon and over the expropriated lands the Respondent constructed the 
highway viaduct known as ‘“‘Hogg’s Hollow Bridge,’ which connected the 
extension of Avenue Road known as Yonge Boulevard with Yonge Street, as 
part of the system of The King’s Highways under the control of the Ontario 
Department of Highways. 

The expropriation itself effected a complete severance of the Claimant’s 
property, leaving approximately thirty acres to the east and seventy acres to the 
west thereof. The viaduct, which is of steel and concrete, is supported by abut- 
ments and a series of piers built upon the expropriated parcel, and the southerly 
approach was made of a ‘‘fill” to bring the ground up to the level of the bridge 
floor which is about 100 feet above the valley bottom. 3 

After the building of the viaduct it was and still is possible in fact to pass 
thereunder along the floor of the valley across the expropriated parcel by way of 
the wagon road, and to that extent there was no physical deprivation of access 
between the lands east of the expropriated parcel and those lying westerly 
therefrom. 

The Claimant having made claim for compensation from the Respondent 
for the value of the lands taken and for damages, the claim in an amended form 
came before this Board for determination on the 26th June, 1933, and the hearing 
of evidence and argument occupied five and one-half days. 


The claim heard by the Board was: 


For the expropriated lands and for damages for injurious 
ANCON ANG! SOUSCAMCE 6 4 0. cs cs oa cc os se oe cc oe ne oo on WOOO OO 


The Respondent had offered in settlement of all claims: 


For the expropriated lands and for damages for injurious 
ARG CATO Tae OSE cs Een Speen toatl Aa EP IAY epee et ENDO OOO) 


The Claimant through its witnesses tendered evidence to establish that the 
Sweny family had held the property for many years at not less than $150,000, 
which price the Claimant itself had also asked. The whole of the Claimant's 
evidence was directed to establish that the property by reason of.its umique 
character and location was well adapted to be laid out in plots of small acreage 
as sites for homes for the wealthier classes to some of whom property of such 
a character would appeal as offering opportunities for landscaped gardens, 
beautiful views, and a measure of seclusion at a point very close to the City. 
To this end a suggested plan of such a layout and development was presented 
by the Claimant’s witnesses (see Exhibit 7). 

Comparisons were made for the Claimant with properties said to be some- 
what similar in character which had been developed in the environs of Toronto. 
These included St. Andrews Estates, Bayview Heights, Donwoods and the 
Boultbee properties. a 

The three valuators called for the Claimant placed a minimum value on 
the property of $1,000 per acre or a round figure of $100,000 as the value which 
the property had at the date of expropriation. 


18 THE REPORT OF THE No. 24 


The Claimant then rested its case upon allegations that by reason oe 
expropriation and severance and the erection and maintenance of the ne a 
the character of the property had been wholly changed, that the opportu Ae 
for development in the manner above indicated had totally and See eae 
disappeared, and the property rendered of comparatively little value, the valua a 
placing the value at $30,000.00, or a depreciation of $70,000.00 consequent up 
the Respondent’s undertaking. 

ane ines for the een on the other hand scoffed at the develop- 
ment upon which the Claimant’s experts dwelt, characterizing it as if oe 
but a pipe dream. These experts in their turn said the property was suita 
only for a park if the City of Toronto or some other municipality could be foun 
willing to purchase it. Otherwise in the course of time the only other development 
at all possible would be for a cheap class of subdivision, about the success of 
which they were, however, quite dubious. 

The valuators for the Respondent placed a value of about $600.00 per acre 
on the property or a round sum of $60,000. One of these valuators by a different 
method of computation increased the value to nearly $70,000.00. They stated 
as their opinion that the erection and maintenance of the viaduct occasioned 
damage to about fifteen acres in close proximity to it and from whence it was 
visible. That the balance of the property to the west was not affected by the 
viaduct because generally speaking it was not visible. The depreciation actually 
occasioned was 50 per cent. of the value at $600.00 per acre of the fifteen acres 
affected, or a sum of $4,500.00. 

In the result the main issues between the two contestants may fairly be 
stated in the following questions: 


1. Was the property adapted for and capable of a high-class development 
or only for park or a cheap class of development? 


2. Was the property worth $100,000 or $60,000 to $70,000? 


3. Has the expropriation, severance and injurious affection depreciated in 
value the whole property or only fifteen acres in proximity to the viaduct? 


4. Is the amount of the depreciation $70,000 or $4,500.00? 


In addition to hearing the witnesses and observing their demeanor, examining 
the useful exhibits and having the valuable assistance of experienced counsel, 
the members of the Board have had the opportunity of inspecting the property 
so as more accurately to appreciate its character, extent and location, and to 
observe the viaduct and its relation to the property, and thus it is comparatively 
easy to come to definite conclusions upon the main issues and to make the following 
findings of fact: 


1. The Sweny property was adapted for and capable of a high-class develop- 
ment of a character such as was stressed by the Claimant’s witnesses, but that 
the opportune time for such a development on a basis profitable to the promoter 
had not been reached in 1927, and there being insufficient evidence to satisfy 
the Board that there would be any market for such a development within a 
reasonably near future after 1927, the value of the property for such a purpose 
was speculative. 

2. The expropriation and the severance and injurious affection prejudicially 
affected any high-class development of the property, such affection being greatest 
in the areas in the vicinity of the viaduct, and from which it is visible and 
gradually diminishing to the west. 
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é 3. The property as a whole had on the 23rd December, 1927, a value, includ- 
ing the then present value of any potential development or use of the property 
of $800.00 per acre, or a total value to be placed at $83,000.00. 

4. The value of the parcel expropriated had at the date of expropriation a 

_value of $800.00 per acre, or a total value of $3,350.00, to which should be added 
a further 10 per cent. for forcible taking, making a total of $3,685.00. 

Qo The severance occasioned by the expropriation damaged the remainder of 
the Claimant's property, and the expropriation and the erection and maintenance 
of the viaduct have injuriously affected it. It is difficult, if not impossible, to 
make any separate findings upon the matters of severance and injurious affection, 
particularly in terms of money. 

6. While the area in closest proximity to the viaduct is injuriously affected 
to the greatest degree, the property as a whole was so affected particularly having 
regard to any high-class development which might have proceeded. Averaging 
the damage occasioned by the severance and injurious affection over the whole 
of the one hundred acres remaining to the Claimant, the same is found to be 
121% per cent. of the value thereof, or a total sum of $10,000.00. 

7. The total amount to which the Claimant is entitled is: 


Homuneslancdlexpropitated qe es nts ene rire OFS (0() 
Hom severance and inytimous atectionsi,) 2) asad 2 lO, 000R00 
$13,685 .00 


8. At the last minute the Respondent, pursuant to the powers conferred by 
“The Public Works Act,” filed two undertakings by way of mitigation of damage: 


(a) The one which grants certain rights of way, etc., across the expropriated 
parcel on the valley floor, so that some of the effects of the severance 
are thereby overcome. While this undertaking in the form of a grant 
does assist the Claimant in the future use of the property as a whole, 
the effect of the severance is not thereby altogether removed, and the 
findings which have been made have proceeded upon that basis. In 
the absence of such an undertaking the damages would have to be 
materially increased. 

(b) The other undertaking is intended to restore to the Claimant part of 
the lands taken for the southerly approach to the viaduct, but no longer 
required therefor if the fill put therein is not disturbed. The peculiar 
nature and phraseology of the document filed makes it impossible to 
permit of any mitigation in the amount to be ordered paid either for 
the expropriation or for the elements of damage. But it has been taken 
into account, and the findings are based upon the fact that it is intended 
by the Respondent that the Claimant is to actually regain title to the 
lands described in this undertaking subject to what is tantamount to 
a right in the Respondent to have the highway occupying the remaining 
one hundred feet in width supported either by the existing fill, or in 
some other manner if the Claimant utilizes the lands restored to it. 


9. It is assumed that the Claimant will also receive interest at 5 per cent. 
per annum upon the amount of $13,685.00 from the 23rd December, 1927, to 
the date of payment, and the Claimant should have its costs of the proceedings, 
to be taxed upon the Supreme Court scale. 
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The costs payable to The Ontario Municipal Board to be paid in Law 
Stamps, amounting to $85.00. ae 

In witness whereof the members of The Ontario Municipal Board oe 
set their hands, and have caused to be affixed the seal of the Board — - 
Eighteenth day of August, A.D. 1933, at the City of Toronto, in the Provin 


of Ontario. 
(Sgd.) C. R. McKeEown, 
Chairman. 


(Sgd.)) J. A} BEttis; 
Vice-Chatrman. 


(Sgd.) HERBERT L. CUMMINGS, 
Commissioner. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-3271 


In the matter of “The Walkerville-East Windsor Water Commission Act, 
1930,” and 


In the matter of an Appeal under Section 19, Subsection (1) thereof. 


BETWEEN: 
The Corporation of the Town of Riverside, 
Appellant, 
—and— 
The Walkerville-East Windsor Water Commission, 
Respondent. 


(Adoption of New Schedule of Water Rates.) 


May 7th. Hearing continued, 10.30 A.M.; 10.40 to 11.40 a.m., for Return 
of Notice of Motion, pursuant to arrangement. Counsel for Appellant may 
file and serve authorities; Respondent to have right to reply thereto. Judgment 
on Motion reserved one week. 

June 15th. Hearing, at request of Counsel, postponed sine die. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-3303 


In the matter of “The Walkerville-East Windsor Water Commission Act 
1930,” and 


In the matter of an Appeal under Section 19, Subsection (1), thereof. 


BETWEEN: 
The Corporation of the Township of Sandwich East, 
Appellant, 
—and— 
The Walkerville-East Windsor Water Commission, 
Respondent, 


(Adoption of new Schedule of Water Rates.) 


it 
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: Sone 7th. Hearing continued, 10.30 a.m.; 10.40 to 11.40 a.m., for Return 
Co) : otice of Motion pursuant to arrangement. Counsel for Appellant may file 
and serve authorities; Respondent to have right to reply thereto. Judgment 
on Motion reserved one week. 


June 15th. Hearing, at request of Counsel, postponed sine die. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-3915 


_ Application by The Toronto Transportation Commission, under Section 257 
of “The Railway Act,” for approval of the operation of One-man Cars of an 
approved type on the Sherbourne Street Route. 

Loe unes, 28th. Application for amendment of Board’s Order of April 2nd, 
January 3th. Application granted; Applicant’s Solicitor to draft Order. 
February 7th. Amended Application filed (see letter from Applicant’s 

Solicitor, dated February 6th, 1933). 

February 7th. Order granting application as amended. 


February 7th, 1932. 
ORDER 


Upon the application of the Toronto Transportation Commission, for 
approval by the Board of the use by the said Commission of One-Man Cars of 
an approved type upon the route hereinafter set out, 

1. This Board doth order and adjudge that the Order made herein on the 
2nd day of April, 1932, be amended by permitting the route therein named to 
be altered at such times of the day as to the applicant may seem desirable, by 
routing the said cars south via Sherbourne Street T.T.C. Private Loop, Fred- 
erick Street, Front Street, returning north on Sherbourne Street rather than 
along King Street to the Simcoe Loop. 

2. And this Board further orders and provides that it may at any time or 
from time to time hereafter rescind, vary, alter or amend this Order, either 
upon its own motion or at the request or upon the complaint of any Municipal 
Corporation, Company or person. 

(Sgd.) C. R. McKeEown, 
(Seal) Chairman. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-3950 


In the matter of the Petition of R. J. Passmore and others, under Section 8 
of “The Local Improvement Act,” against the construction of a pipe sewer 
in the City of Hamilton, on Queensdale Avenue, between Wellington Street and 
Melville Street, as a Local Improvement. ; ; 

April 10th. Hearing, pursuant to arrangement, 9.30 to 10.30 A.m., Council 
Chamber, Hamilton (Chairman authorized under Section 17 of ‘“The Ontario 
Municipal Board Act, 1932’’). 

Recommendation: That Petition be dismissed. Order to issue as of 
12th May, 1933. 

May 18th. Draft Order filed. 

May 19th. Order (dated 12th May, 1933) issued. 


THE REPORT OF THE No, 24 


bo 
bo 


May 12th, 1933. 


ORDER 


Upon the Petition of the said R. J. Passmore and others, under Section : 
of “The Local Improvement Act,” against the construction by the City o 
Hamilton of pipe sewers in the City of Hamilton on Queensdale Avenue between 
Wellington Street and Melville Street as local improvements, and upon con- 
sideration of such Petitions and the other material filed, and hearing all parties 
interested, and upon consideration of the evidence adduced and what was alleged 
by Counsel for the petitioners and for the Corporation of the City of Hamilton, 
and the issue of the Order herein having been deferred until this day. 

1. This Board doth order that the property owners shall pay the cost of 
the work, and the City Corporation shall pay its statutory share of the cost of 
said work; such costs to be based on the cost of a fifteen-inch sewer as estimate 
to be assessed on the frontage abutting directly upon the work and that the 
City Corporation shall pay the balance of the total cost of the said sewers. The 
special assessment of corner or irregularly shaped lots at the junctions or inter- 
sections of streets shall be reduced pursuant to section 27 of ‘‘The Local Improve- 
ment Act,’ R.S.O. 1927, Chapter 235, and that on these terms the work shall be 
proceeded with; and in all other respects the said Petitions are hereby dismissed. 

And this Board doth further order that there shall be no costs of the said: 
application to any party, except that the Corporation of the City of Hamilton 
shall pay $30.00 for Law Stamps on this Order, which shall be added to the 
cost of the work. 

(Sgd.) C. R. McKeown, 
(Seal) Chairman. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-3988a 


In the matter of the Application of the Roman Catholic Separate School 
Board of the Town of Tecumseh, for the exercise by the Board of its jurisdiction 
under Part VI of “The Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932,” in respect to its 
indebtedness. 

June 23rd. Hearing, Court House, Town of Sandwich. Application 
granted. Order made, Supervisors of Town of Tecumseh to carry on. 

July 7th. Order issued. 

June 23rd, 1933. 
ORDER 


Upon the application of the Board of Trustees of the Roman Catholic 
Separate Schools for the Town of Tecumseh, heard this day at the Court House, 
in the Town of Sandwich, in the County of Essex, for an Order under Part VI 
of “The Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932,” vesting in Supervisors control 
and charge over the administration of all of the affairs of the said Board, and to 
declare that it shall be subject to the provisions of said Part VI of the Act, and 
upon enquiry it appearing that the said Board has failed to meet and Pay its 
debenture indebtedness and other obligations as the same became due and after 
payment thereof had been duly demanded, and it also appearing that the default 
in payment has been occasioned from financial difficulties affecting the said 
Board, and that it is so financially involved and embarrassed in meeting its 
obligations that further defaults herein may ensue, 
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This Board doth order that the administration of all of the affairs of the 
Board of Trustees of the Roman Catholic Separate Schools for the Town of 
Tecumseh as in Part VI of ‘The Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932,” is provided 
be, and the same is hereby vested in a Committee of Supervisors to be known as 

The Supervisors of the Board of Trustees of the Roman Catholic Separate 
Schools for the Town of Tecumseh,” and hereafter and until this Board shall 
otherwise determine and order, doth further order and declare that the said 
Board shall be subject to the provisions of Part VI of “The Ontario Municipal 
Board Act, 1932.” 

; _ This Board doth further order that notice that the said Board of Trustees 
of the Roman Catholic Separate Schools for the Town of Tecumseh has become 
subject to the provisions of Part VI of ‘“The Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932,” 
shall be given in The Ontario Gazette and in The Border Cities Star, a newspaper 
published in the City of Windsor, in the County of Essex, and in The Financial 
Post, a newspaper published in the City of Toronto in the County of York, by 


publishing therein a notice once a week for three weeks in the form following, 
namely: 


“THE ONTARIO MUNICIPAL BOARD 


“Notice is hereby given that the Board of Trustees of The Roman Catholic 
Separate Schools for the Town of Tecumseh has become subject to the provisions 
of Part VI of ‘The Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932,’ by an Order of The 
Ontario Municipal Board bearing date the 23rd day of June, 1933, and from and 
after the first publication of this notice in The Ontario Gazette all actions or pro- 
ceedings against the said Board are stayed and thereafter no action or other 
proceeding against the said Board shall be commenced or continued nor shall 
a levy be made under a Writ of Execution against it without leave of The Ontario 
Municipal Board. 


“Dated this 23rd day of June, A.D. 1933. 
“sl, Cz Swan, 
“Secretary of The Ontario Municipal Board.” 


And it is further ordered that the Supervisors of the Town of Tecumseh 
shall and the same are hereby appointed to act as “The Supervisors of the Board 
of Trustees of the Roman Catholic Separate Schools for the Town of Tecumseh.” 


(Sgd.) C. R. McKEown, 
(Seal) Chairman. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4008a 


In the matter of the Application by the Roman Catholic Separate School 
Board of the Township of Sandwich East, under Part VI of “The Ontario 
Municipal Board Act, 1932,” for the exercise by the Board of its jurisdiction 
under the said Act in respect to the indebtedness of School Section No. 3 of the 
said Township. 

March 4th. Application and material filed. as 

June 23rd. Hearing, Court House, Town of Sandwich. Application 
granted in respect to Sections 5 and 3. Order made. Supervisors of Township 
of Sandwich East to carry on. 

July 7th. Order issued. 
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June 23rd, 1933. 


ORDER 


Upon the application of the Board of Trustees of the Roman Catholic 
Separate Schools for the Township of Sandwich East, heard this day at the 
Court House, in the Town of Sandwich, in the County of Essex, for an Order 
under Part VI of ‘‘The Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932,” vesting in Super- 
visors control and charge over the administration of all of the affairs of the said 
Board relative to said School Sections Numbers 3 and 5, and to declare that it 
thereto be subject to the provisions of said Part VI of the Act, and upon enquiry 
it appearing that the said Board has failed to meet and pay its debenture indebted- 
ness and other obligations in respect to the said School Sections Numbers 3 and 5 
as the same became due and after payment thereof had been duly demanded, 
and it also appearing that the default in payment has been occasioned from 
financial difficulties affecting the said Board, and that it is so financially involved 
and embarrassed in meeting such of its obligations that further defaults herein 
may ensue, 

This Board doth order that the administration of all of the affairs of the 
Board of Trustees of the Roman Catholic Separate Schools for the Township of 
Sandwich East respecting the said School Sections Numbers 3 and 5, as in 
Part VI of “The Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932,” is provided, be and the 
same is hereby vested in a Committee of Supervisors, to be known as ‘The 
Supervisors of the Board of Trustees of the Roman Catholic Separate Schools 
(Sections 3 and 5) for the Township of Sandwich East,” and hereafter and until 
this Board shall otherwise determine and order, doth further order and declare 
that the said Board, in respect to School Sections Numbers 3 and 5, shall be 
subject to the provisions of Part VI of ““The Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932.” 

This Board doth further order that notice that the said Board of Trustees 
of the Roman Catholic Separate Schools for the Township of Sandwich East, 
respecting said Sections Numbers 3 and 5, has become subject to the provisions 
of Part VI of “The Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932,” shall be given in The 
Ontario Gazette, and in The Border Cities Star, a newspaper published in the 
City of Windsor, in the County of Essex, and in The Financial Post, a newspaper 
published in the City of Toronto in the County of York, by publishing therein 
a notice once a week for three weeks in the form following, namely: 


“THE ONTARIO MUNICIPAL BOARD 


“Notice is hereby given that the Board of Trustees of The Roman Catholic 
Separate Schools for the Township of Sandwich East, as to’ School Sections 
Numbers 3 and 5, has become subject to the provisions of Part VI of ‘The 
Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932,’ by an Order of The Ontario Municipal 
Board bearing date the 23rd day of June, 1933, and from and after the first 
publication of this notice in The Ontario Gazette all actions or proceedings against 
the said Board are stayed and thereafter no action or other proceeding against 
the said Board shall be commenced or continued nor shall a levy be made unde 
a Writ of Execution against it without leave of The Ontario Municipal Bote 

“Dated this 23rd day of June, A.D. 1933. ; 


EishC. Siwwenge, 
“Secretary of The Ontario Municipal Board.” 
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ee ee ordered that the Supervisors of the Township of Sandwich 

Hee Ee ine same are hereby appointed to act as ‘‘The Supervisors of the 

% or Trustees of the Roman Catholic Separate Schools (School Sections 
umbers 3 and 5) for the Township of Sandwich East.” 


(Sgd.) C. R. McKeown, 
Chairman. 


(Seal) 


PRocEDURE FILE A-4010a 


In the matter of the Application of The Roman Catholic Separate School 
Board of the Town of Riverside, under Part VI of ‘The Ontario Municipal Board 
Act, 1932,” for the exercise by the Board of its jurisdiction under the said Act 
in respect to the Applicant’s indebtedness. 

June 23rd. Hearing, Court House, Town of Sandwich. Order made, 
Supervisors of Town of Riverside to carry on. 


July 7th. Order issued. 


June 23rd, 1933. 
ORDER 


Upon the Application of the Board of Trustees of the Roman Catholic 
Separate Schools for the Town of Riverside, heard this day at the Court House, 
in the Town of Sandwich, in the County of Essex, for an Order under Part VI 
of “The Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932,” vesting in Supervisors control and 
charge over the administration of all of the affairs of the said Board, and to 
declare that it shall be subject to the provisions of said Part VI of the Act, and 
upon enquiry it appearing that the said Board has failed to meet and pay its 
debenture indebtedness and other obligations as the same became due and after 
payment thereof had been duly demanded, and it also appearing that the default 
in payment has been occasioned from financial difficulties affecting the said 
Board, and that it is so financially involved and embarrassed in meeting its 
obligations that further defaults herein may ensue, 

This Board doth order that the administration of all of the affairs of the | 
Board of Trustees of the Roman Catholic Separate Schools for the Town of 
Riverside as in Part VI of ‘‘The Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932,” is provided, 
be and the same is hereby vested in a Committee of Supervisors to be known as 
“The Supervisors of the Board of Trustees of the Roman Catholic Separate 
Schools for the Town of Riverside’ and hereafter and until this Board shall 
otherwise determine and order, doth further order and declare that the said 
Board shall be subject to the provisions of Part VI of “The Ontario Municipal 
Board Act, 1932.” 

This Board doth further order that notice that the said Board of Trustees 
of the Roman Catholic Separate Schools for the Town of Riverside has become 
subject to the provisions of Part VI of “The Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932,” 
shall be given in The Ontario Gazette, and in The Border Cities Star, a newspaper 
published in the City of Windsor, in the County of Essex, and in The Financial 
Post, a newspaper published in the City of Toronto, in the County of York, by 
publishing therein a notice once a week for three weeks in the form following, 


namely: 
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“Tie ONTARIO MUNICIPAL BOARD 


“Notice is hereby given that the Board of Trustees of The Roman Caiinolic 
Separate Schools for the Town of Riverside has become subject to the provisions 
of Part VI of ‘The Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932,’ by an Order of The 
Ontario Municipal Board bearing date the 23rd day of June, 1933, and from and 
after the first publication of this notice in The Ontario Gazette all actions OF pro- 
ceedings against the said Board are stayed and thereafter no action OF other 
proceeding against the said Board shall be commenced or continued nor shall 
a levy be made under a Writ of Execution against it without leave of The Ontario 
Municipal Board. 

“Dated this 23rd day of June, A.D. 1933. 


el, (C, SMNUL, 
“Secretary of The Ontario Municipal Board. 


And it is further ordered that the Supervisors of the Town of Riverside shail 
and the same are hereby appointed to act as ‘“The Supervisors of the Board of 
Trustees of the Roman Catholic Separate Schools for the Town of Riverside. 


(Sgd.) C. R. McKEown, 
(Seal) Chairman. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4022a 


In the matter of the Application of the Roman Catholic Separate School 
Board of the Township of Sandwich West, for the exercise by the Board of its 
jurisdiction under Part VI of “The Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932.” 

June 23rd. Hearing, Court House, Town of Sandwich. Order made as to 
School Section No. 8, Supervisors of the Township of Sandwich West to carry on. 

July 7th. Order issued. 


June 23rd, 1933. 
ORDER 


Upon the Application of the Board of Trustees of the Roman Catholic 
Separate Schools for the Township of Sandwich West, heard this day at the 
Court House, in the Town of Sandwich, in the County of Essex, for an Order 
under Part VI of ‘““The Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932,” vesting in Supervisors 
control and charge over the administration of all of the affairs of the said Board 
relative to said School Section No. 8, and to declare that it thereto be subject to 
the provisions of said Part VI of the Act, and upon enquiry it appearing that the 
said Board has failed to meet and pay its debenture indebtedness and other 
obligations in respect to the said School Section No. 8 as the same became due 
and after payment thereof had been duly demanded, and it also appearing that 
the default in payment has been occasioned from financial difficulties affecting 
the said Board, and that it is so financially involved and embarrassed in meeting 
such of its obligations that further defaults herein may ensue, 

This Board doth order that the administration of all of the affairs of the 
Board of Trustees of the Roman Catholic Separate Schools for the Township 
of Sandwich West respecting the said School Section No. 8, as in Part VI of 


Sios 
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ue Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932,” is provided be and the same is 
re yee in a Committee of Supervisors to be known as ‘‘The Supervisors 
° the Board of Trustees of the Roman Catholic Separate Schools (Section 8) 
or the Township of Sandwich West,” and hereafter and until this Board shall 
otherwise determine and order, doth further order and declare that the said 
Board, in respect to said School Section No. 8, shall be subject to the provisions 
of Part VI of “The Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932.” 

This Board doth further order that notice that the said Board of Trustees 
of the Roman Catholic Separate Schools for the Township of Sandwich West, 
respecting said Section No. 8, has become subject to the provisions of Part VI 
of “The Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932,” shall be given in The Ontario 
Gazette and in The Border Cities Star, a newspaper published in the City of 
Windsor, in the County of Essex, and in The Financial Post, a newspaper pub- 
lished in the City of Toronto in the County of York, by publishing therein a 
notice once a week for three weeks in the form following, namely: 


“THE ONTARIO MUNICIPAL BOARD 


“Notice is hereby given that the Board of Trustees of The Roman Catholic 
Separate Schools for the Township of Sandwich West, as to School Section No. 8, 
has become subject to the provisions of Part VI of “The Ontario Municipal 
Board Act, 1932,” by an Order of The Ontario Municipal Board bearing date 
the 23rd day of June, 1933, and from and after the first publication of this notice 
in The Ontario Gazette all actions or proceedings against the said Board are stayed 
and thereafter no action or other proceeding against the said Board shall be 
commenced or continued nor shall a levy be made under a Writ of Execution 
against it without leave of The Ontario Municipal Board. 

“Dated this 23rd day of June, A.D. 1933. 


“al, C, Swnu, 
“Secretary of The Ontario Municipal Board.” 


And it is further ordered that the Supervisors of the Township of Sandwich 
West shall and the same are hereby appointed to act as “The Supervisors of the 
Board of Trustees of the Roman Catholic Separate Schools (School Section No. 8) 


for the Township of Sandwich West.”’ 
(Sgd.) C. R. McKeown, 


(Seal) Chairman. 
PROCEDURE FILE A-4024a 


In the matter of the Application by the Roman Catholic Separate School 
Board of the Town of LaSalle, under Part VI of “The Ontario Municipal Board 
Act, 1932,” for the exercise by the Board of its jurisdiction under the said Act 
in respect to the indebtedness of the said Board. 

February 21st. Application and copy of Resolution of Separate School 


Board filed. : 
June 23rd. Hearing, Court House, Sandwich. Order made, Supervisors 


for LaSalle to carry on. 
February 21st. Application and copy of Resolution of Separate School 


Board filed. 
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June 23rd. Hearing, Court House, Sandwich. Order made, Supervisors 


for LaSalle to carry on. 
July 7th. Order issued. 


June 23rd, 1933. 


ORDER 


Upon the Application of the Board of Trustees of the Roman Catholic 
Separate Schools for the Town of LaSalle, heard this day at the Court House, m 
the Town of Sandwich, in the County of Essex, for an Order under Part VI of 
“The Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932,’’ vesting in Supervisors control and 
charge over the administration of all of the affairs of the said Board, and to 
declare that it shall be subject to the provisions of said Part VI of the Act, and 
upon enquiry it appearing that the said Board has failed to meet and pay its 
debenture indebtedness and other obligations as the same became due and after 
payment thereof had been duly demanded, and it also appearing that the default 
in payment has been occasioned from financial difficulties affecting the said 
Board, and that it is so financially involved and embarrassed in meeting its 
obligations that further defaults herein may ensue, 

This Board doth order that the administration of all of the affairs of the 
Board of Trustees of the Roman Catholic Separate Schools for the Town of 
LaSalle as in Part VI of “The Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932,” is provided, 
be and the same is hereby vested in a Committee of Supervisors to be known as 
“The Supervisors of the Board of Trustees of the Roman Catholic Separate 
Schools for the Town of LaSalle’ and hereafter and until this Board shall other- 
wise determine and order, doth further order and declare that the said Board 
shall be subject to the provisions of Part VI of ‘‘The Ontario Municipal Board 
Act, 1932.” 

This Board doth further order that notice that the said Board of Trustees 
of the Roman Catholic Separate Schools for the Town of LaSalle has become 
subject to the provisions of Part VI of ‘‘The Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932,” 
shall be given in The Ontario Gazette, andin The Border Cities Star, a newspaper 
published in the City of Windsor, in the County of Essex, and in The Financial 
Post, a newspaper published in the City of Toronto, in the County of York, by 
publishing therein a notice once a week for three weeks in the form following, 
namely: 


“THE ONTARIO MunicipaAL Boarp 


“Notice is hereby given that the Board of Trustees of The Roman Catholic 
Separate Schools for the Town of LaSalle has become subject to the provisions 
of Part VI of ‘The Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932,’ by an Order of The 
Ontario Municipal Board bearing date the 23rd day of June, 1933, and from and 
after the first publication of this notice in The Ontario Gazette all actions or pro- 
ceedings against the said Board are stayed and thereafter no action or other 
proceeding against the said Board shall be commenced or continued nor shall a 
levy be made under a Writ of Execution against it without leave of The Ontario 
Municipal Board. 

“Dated this 23rd day of June, A.D. 1933. 


Pela Ge SMAtarE 
“Secretary of The Ontario Municipal Board.” 
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‘ ae it is further ordered that the Supervisors of the Town of LaSalle shall 
a : € same are hereby appointed to act as ‘‘The Supervisors of the Board of 
rustees of the Roman Catholic Separate Schools for the Town of LaSalle.” 


(Sgd.) C. R. McKeown, 
Chairman. 


(Seal) 


by od 
> 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4046 
BETWEEN: 


The Hydro-Electric Commission of the City of Hamilton, 
Applicant, 
—and—— 


The Corporation of the City of Hamilton, 
: Respondent. 
(Apportionment of cost of removal of certain poles and wires.) 


June 7th. Hearing, 9.30 a.m. to 12 mp., Council Chamber, Hamilton. 
Application dismissed. 


PROCEDURE Fire A-4285 


BETWEEN: 
i Abraham Levine, Agent for H. W. Petrie, 
) » Appellant, 
s —and— 
The Corporation of the City of Toronto, 
Respondent. 


(Assessment Appeal—Land and Buildings, $63,185.00.) 


January 20th. Hearing continued, 2.30 to 4 p.m. Hearing concluded. 
Judgment viva voce, at conclusion of Hearing, that assessment of building be 
reduced by $1,000.00. (See Reporter’s Notes.) 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4304 


In the matter of ‘‘The Power Commission Act,’”’ R.S.O. 1927, Chapter 57, 


and amendments thereto. 
In the matter of ‘““The Public Works Act,” R.S.O. 1927, Chapter 52, and 


In the matter of ‘The Arbitration Act,’ being Chapter 97, R.S.O. 1927, 


and amendments thereto. 


BETWEEN: 


The Kingdon Mining, Smelting and Manufacturing Company, Limited, 
Claimants, 


=—and—— 


The Hydro-Electric Power Commission of Ontario, 
Respondents. 
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January 3rd. Hearing continued (pursuant to Adjournment on the 29th 
ult.), 10.30 to 11 a.m. Adjourned to January 9th, 1933, at 10.30 A.M. 

January 9th. Hearing continued, 10.30 a.m. to 4.30 P.M. 

January 10th. Hearing continued, 10.30 A.M. to 5 P.M. 

January 11th. Hearing continued, 10.30 a.m. to 4.30 P.M. 

January 12th. Hearing continued, 10.30 A.M. to 4.30 P.M. 

January 13th. Hearing continued, 10.00 a.m. to 3.00 P.M. 

January 16th. Hearing continued, 10.30 a.m. to 4.30 P.M. 

January 17th. Hearing continued, 10.30 A.M. to 5.00 P.M. 

January 18th. Hearing continued, 10.30 A.M. to 4.30 P.M. 

January 23rd. Hearing continued, 10.30 A.M. to 4.30 P.M. 

January 24th. Hearing continued, 10.30 a.m. to 4.30 P.M. 

January 25th. Hearing continued, 10.30 A.M. to 4.30 P.M. 

January 26th. Hearing continued, 10.30 a.m. to 4.15 P.M. 

January 27th. Hearing continued, 9.30 A.M. to 3.00 P.M. 

January 30th. Hearing continued, 10.00 a.m. to 4.30 P.M. 

January 31st. Hearing continued, 10.00 a.m. to 4.30 P.M. 

February 1st. Hearing continued, 10.00 A.M. to 12.30 P.M. Amended 
claim to be filed ve change in water levels, amount of land expropriated and 
infiltration area (see Reporter’s Notes); also damages re water supply in Snye, 
and details of value of ore reserves left in mine (see Reporter’s Notes). 

February 6th. Hearing continued, 10.00 A.M. to 4.30 P.M. 

February 7th. Hearing continued, 10.00 A.M. to 4.30 P.M. 

February 8th. Hearing continued, 9.30 A.M. to 11.55 A.M. 

February 8th. Subpoena issued to Claimant. 

February 9th. Hearing continued, 10.00 A.M. to 4.35 P.M. 

February 10th. Hearing continued, 10.00 A.M. to 12.15 p.m. Adjourned to 
February 17th, 1933, for Argument. 

February 17th. Hearing continued, 10.00 A.M. to 4.45 P.M. 

February 18th. Hearing continued, 10.00 a.m. to 3.45 P.M. 

February 20th. Hearing continued, 10.00 a.m. to 3.10 p.m. Hearing 
concluded. Award reserved. 

March 14th. Award. 


JUDGMENT AND AWARD 


The Respondents, The Hydro-Electric Power Commission of Ontario, 
having in contemplation the development of a water power on the Ottawa River 
at a point known as Chats Falls immediately east of Chats Rapids, and having 
entered into a certain agreement with a company operating in the Province of 
Quebec for the purpose of carrying into effect this projected development, 
expropriated or purchased the whole or part of certain islands in the Ottawa 
River northwest of Concession IX and known as Pancake Island, Killaly Island, 
Victoria Island, Kidney Island, Aumond Island and Chabot Island, and proposed 
in conjunction with the said Quebec Company, to construct a concrete dam from 
Lot No. 24 in Concession IX in the Township of Fitzroy, in the County of Carle- 
ton, and Province of Ontario, across the said islands and the water intervening 
to or near the interprovincial boundary between the Provinces of Ontario and 
Quebec, which said boundary is said to run almost midway between Chabot 
Island in Ontario and Mohr Island in Quebec, and upon said interprovincial 
boundary to erect a power house. The construction of the aforesaid dam would 
of necessity, have the effect of raising the water level of Chats Rapids so as fs 


4 a 
ea 
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overflow the banks of the river and cover with water land the property of the 
Claimants, and to enable the said Respondents to acquire said land an Order-in- 
Council dated July 13th, 1931, was issued by the Lieutenant-Governor in Council 
enabling the said The Hydro-Electric Power Commission of Ontario to take 
Possession of, expropriate and use the lands therein set out, comprising in all 
544.84 acres (Exhibit 1). . 

In compliance with the said power so granted the said Respondents by notice 
dated September 1st, 1931 (Exhibit 2), notified by registration the owners of 
the said lands of the expropriation thereof, in accordance with the provisions of 
the said Acts. 

The lands so expropriated by the said Respondents, and being the property 
of the Claimants, were as follows: 

‘Parcel ‘A’—All and singular that certain parcel or tract of land and premises, 
situate, lying and being in the Township of Fitzroy in the County of Carleton and 
Province of Ontario, containing by admeasurement an area of 3.04 acres, more 
or less, and as shown outlined in yellow on the plan hereto attached numbered 
203-1001, being part of Lot 25 in Concession 8 of said Township, the limits of 
the said tract of land being described as follows: 


“Commencing at the point of intersection of the southeastern boundary of 
said lot with the southern boundary of the right-of-way of The Canadian National 
Railway Company as said railway was constructed and maintained across said 
lot prior to February 6th, 1931, the said point being at a distance of 1,621 feet 
more or less measured northeasterly along said southeastern boundary from the 
most southerly angle of said lot; thence southwesterly along said southeastern 
boundary of 528 feet and seven-tenths of a foot more or less to the northern 
boundary of the railway right-of-way as shown on plan of expropriation by The 
Canadian National Railway Company dated 26th November, 1930, and registered 
in the Registry Office for deeds for the said county; thence south 83 degrees and 
25 minutes west along said northern boundary 140 feet; thence north 6 degrees 
and 35 minutes west to the said southern boundary of the lands of The Canadian 
National Railway Company, thence north 87 degrees and 43 minutes east along 
the last-mentioned boundary to the point of commencement. 

“Parcel ‘1’—Lot 26 in Concession 8 of the Township of Fitzroy in the 
County of Carleton containing 32.3 acres more or less; 

“Parcel ‘2’—Part of Lot 25 in Concession 8 of said Township of Fitzroy in 
the County of Carleton, containing 91.3 acres more or less, being the whole of 
said lot save and excepting the lands of The Canadian National Railway Company 
in said lot, and Parcel ‘A’ as hereinbefore described; 

“Parcel ‘3'—Part of Lot 26 in Concession 7 of said Township of Fitzroy in 
the County of Carleton, containing 133.3 acres more or less, being all that portion 
of said lot bounded on the northeast by the northeastern boundary of said lot; 
and on the northwest by the northwestern boundary of said lot; on the southeast 
by the southeastern boundary of said lot; and on the southwest by a straight 
line joining the most westerly angle of said lot with the most easterly angle of 
the southwest half of said lot, saving and excepting the lands of The Canadian 
National Railway Company in said lot; 

“Parcel ‘4’—Lot 27 in Concession 6 of said Township of Fitzroy in the 
County of Carleton containing 52.3 acres more or less; 

“Parcel ‘5'—Part of Lot 26 in Concession 6 of said Township of Fitzroy in 
the County of Carleton containing 58.1 acres more or less, the limits of the said 
tract of land being described as follows: 
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ios) 
i) 


Commencing at the most westerly angle of said lot, thence out e 
along the southwestern boundary of said lot to the most southerly angle of Pere 
lot; thence northerly in a straight line to the point of intersection of two lines, 
one said line being parallel to the southwestern boundary of said lot and ene 
distance of 700 feet measured northeasterly therefrom along the southeastern 
boundary of said lot, and the other said line being parallel to the southeastern 
boundary of said lot and at a distance. of 1,200 feet measured northwesterly 
therefrom along the southwestern boundary of said lot; thence northwesterly 
parallel with the southwestern boundary of said lot 500 feet; thence north- 
easterly parallel with the northwestern boundary of said lot 950 feet; thence 
southeasterly parallel with the southwestern boundary of said lot 580 feet; 
thence northeasterly parallel with the northwestern boundary of said lot 1,970 
feet: thence northwesterly parallel to the northeastern boundary of said lot 
752 feet more or less to the northwestern boundary of said lot; thence south- 
westerly along said northwestern boundary to the line of average high water of 
the Ottawa River or Chats Lake; thence southeasterly, southerly and south- 
westerly along said line of average high water to the northwestern boundary 
of said lot: thence southwesterly along said northwestern boundary to the point 
of commencement; 


“Parcel ‘6’—Lot 27 in Concession 5 of said Township of Fitzroy in the 
County of Carleton containing 3 acres more or less; 


“Parcel ‘7’—Lot 26 in Concession 5 of said Township of Fitzroy in the 
County of Carleton containing 61.8 acres more or less; 


“Parcel ‘8’—Part of Lot 25 in Concession 5 of said Township of Fitzroy in 
the County of Carleton containing 30.3 acres more or less, the limits of the said 
tract of land being described as follows: 


“Commencing at the most northerly angle of said lot; thence southerly in 
a straight line to a point in the southeastern boundary of said lot, the said point 
being at a distance of 1,250 feet measured southwesterly along said southeastern 
boundary from the most easterly angle of said lot; thence southwesterly along 
said southeastern boundary to the line of average high water of the Mississippi 
River; thence northwesterly along said line of average high water to the north- 
western boundary of said lot; thence northeasterly along said northwestern 
boundary to the point of commencement; 


“Parcel ‘9’—Part of Lot 25 in Concession 5 of said Township of Fitzroy in 
the County of Carleton containing 79.4 acres more or less, the limits of the said 
tract of land being described as follows: 


“Commencing in the southeastern boundary of said lot at a distance of 
1,360 feet measured northeasterly along said boundary from the most southerly 
angle of said lot; thence northwesterly parallel with the southwestern boundary 
of said lot 660 feet; thence southwesterly parallel with the southeastern boundary 
of said lot 700 feet; thence northwesterly parallel with the southwestern boundary 
of said lot 840 feet; thence southwesterly parallel with the southeastern boundary 
of said lot 660 feet to the southwestern boundary of said lot; thence northwesterly 
along said southwestern boundary to the average high water of Chats Lake or 
Ottawa River; thence northeasterly, easterly and southeasterly along the line 
of average high water of Chats Lake and the Mississippi River to the southeastern 
boundary of said lot; thence southwesterly along said southeastern boundary to 
the point of commencement, together with the additional parcel of land shown 
on Exhibit 88’’; reserving to the present owners of the said lands, their heirs, 
executors, administrators, successors or assigns, any mines, mine workings, 
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metals or minerals in or under such lands, with the right to work the same, 
except only such parts thereof as are necessary to be dug, carried away or used 
im the construction of, or as may be necessary for the support, preservation or 
Maintenance of, any works or things now or hereafter erected or placed upon 
the said lands. 

By the erection of the dam aforesaid the water of the Ottawa River at this 
point was raised to a point 247 feet above sea level, and to maintain such head 
and prevent the water from running down below the dam by way of what is 
called the Mississippi Snye, another dam, called Dam No. 1, was built at the 
mouth of the said Snye, thus at the option of the Respondents dewatering the 
Snye and taking away from the said Claimants the water supply heretofore 
_used for the working of the Claimants’ mining and smelting operations, and for 
domestic purposes. 

By reason of the action of the said Respondents as above set out, the 
Claimants as the owners of the said land so expropriated, now claim against the 
Respondents the sum of $2,222,422.00, made up as follows: 


“I (1) By the taking of the surface rights of the expropriated land on 


the basis of vacant land, 544.84 acres at $50 an acre........ $27,242 

(2) By the loss of other rights reserved therein and thereon by the 
Livdro-Mlectic bowen Commission tae sae: 10,000 
(3) By the loss to Claimant of the timber thereon............. 40,000 

“TI For loss and damage to the Claimant in respect of its lands 


(including those taken and those not taken) by reason of the 
taking of that part of its lands abutting on the Ottawa River, 
Chats Lake and on the Mississippi and the Snye Rivers, and 
‘ on other waters bounding the lands expropriated, including 

loss of riparian, power or other rights and loss of and in respect 
of any part of the beds of the said rivers or waters belonging 
to) Une Clevvaneume, stomach 5 6d gla anc nese cunaceencae 750,000 
Particulars furnished under this paragraph I1: 
(1) Damages by loss of extra value of parcel 9 over 

and above claim I (1) by reason of said land 

bordering on or haying access to the water 

(such bordering on and access to the water 

having now been cut off by the proceedings 


herein) : 
NOFA Tacresyat SOO 0;per Acre)... saa ee ee $23,820 
Less surface value included in Claim I (1).... 3,970 
———— 19,850 
(2) Damages by loss of extra value of Parcels 1, 2, 
3, 4,5, 6, 7 and 8 over and above Claim I (1) by 
reason of land bordering on or having access to 
the water (such bordering on and access to the 
water having now been cut off by the proceed- 
ings herein): 
462.4 acres at $200) per acre...............:. $92,480 
Less surface value included in Claim I (1).... 23,120 
69,360 


Note: The values above mentioned do not 
include any allowance for mineral or mining 
rights. 


leit 


(4) 


(S) 


(1) 
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(3) Damages to the remainder of the Company’s 
property after expropriation caused, (1) by the 
taking of more than one-third of its original 
total area of mining lands, thereby shortening 
the useful life of the Company’s plant, equip- 
ment and workings, and (2) by the taking of 
the Company’s right of bordering on and hav- 
ing free access to the water, thereby causing its 
lands to be land-locked hereafter and by cut- 
ting off its contiguity with the Canadian 
National Railway: 


(1) Value of 926 acres not expropriated at 

SDE O OSE Ril ast Acs eves GEA aaeen sree ete $1,852,000 
(2) Value of plant, equipment and workings . 1,000,000 
(3) Value of area within aforementioned ex- 

propriated area between 247 line and the 

inner boundary of the expropriated area 


being li Ovacrestac 924000 hee ure sere ee 340,000 


$3,192,000 
Menkpencent: (09>) thereote = qe ye aero 


The above figures are based on the assumption that ample 

water for all purposes, present and future, of the unexpro- 
priated property equivalent to what was available before will 
be made available by the Commission and without derogation 
from the foregoing, in particular that a supply of water be 
furnished to the mine equivalent to anything that could have 
been obtained from the Snye prior to expropriation. If such 
water were not available the whole property of the Claimant 
would be valueless for mining purposes. 
Power on the Ottawa River on the basis of its being non- 
navigable that could be produced by retaining the oid water 
level on Chats Lake by erecting a dam from the Company’s 
property to Egan Island: 

Amount of power capable of development on this basis 
100,000 h.p., of which 50,000 attributable to Ontario side, 


$319,200 


SOOO Inj, Ae S40 ese jose socccovedcoccsuconooe scene $2,000,000 


Less one-half for costs of acquisition of properties and 
rights necessary to permit of this development, for purposes of 
claim and allowance for heavy factor of safety, say......... 
In the alternative on the basis of the river being held to be 
navigable at the point in question, the potential value of the 
Company’s property bordering on the Ottawa River as an 
economical site for a dam to the Quebec side of the river... . 

For injuriously affecting the lands described in the said 
plan and description registered other than such portion thereof 
as has been taken under the proceedings aforesaid: 

By absolutely ruining 374.84 acres of the said lands as mining 
lands in so far as the Company Claimant is concerned, thereby 
depriving the Claimant of all the ores, metals or minerals in or 


$500,000 


$250,000 
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under said lands, and the prospective profits to be made there- 

from, as the flooding thereof will render it impossible to com- 

mercially operate any mine thereunder, 374.84 acres at $2,000 $749,680 
(2) By inéreasing above normal in an area of 31% acres the cost of 

mining operations of the present and future working of the 

Claimant’s mine owing to seepage of water which will be 

caused by the raising of the water levels of Chats Lake and 

the Octawaland Mississippi Ruwvershes sigs een ane $200,000 
(3) By rendering more difficult mining operations in a tract of 

land between the 247 line and the inner boundary of the 

aforementioned expropriated property consisting of 170 acres, 

and in a tract of land comprising 179 acres adjoining but not 

within the aforementioned expropriated area and lying within 

a distance of 1,000 feet from line 247 making in all 349 acres 

(less 34 acres referred to in paragraph IV (1) hereof) being 

AMO WASHES sea SON 8 ony ia Rea eel ee UI UL ec eee $345,500 

IDV. For injuriously affecting the Claimant’s lands: 

(1) By reason of cutting off its existing water supply used for the 

purposes of operating its mine works and domestic purposes, 

and thereby requiring the installation, maintenance and 

operation of a pipe line to bring water from the Mississippi 

IRS tO Une Connjoamsy’S lei, oh cc5sc026sscbocescscbncee $85,000 
(2) By reason of diminishing the natural flow of the Snye, thereby 

depriving the Claimant’s lands of the use and enjoyment of all 

the natural flow of said Snye in excess of the quantity pumped 

MOU tne jOROS Ibune@ BNOWESNG!, 5 ocodnacoocdocovcncceoscce $15,000.” 


The particulars of the Claim as above set out, being partly for matters over 
which under ““The Power Commission Act,’ R.S.O. 1927, Chap. 57, and ‘““The 
Public Works Act of Ontario,” being R.S.O. 1927, Chap. 52, and amendments 
thereto, jurisdiction to pass upon and adjust is given to The Ontario Municipal 
Board, and partly for matters over which the said Board as a Board has no 
jurisdiction, it was agreed by and between the parties hereto that the’ whole 
claim should be referred to The Ontario Municipal Board for settlement, and that 
wherein the said Board has power by Statute to act, the Judgment or Finding or 
Award made should be, and be considered as, the Judgment or Finding or Award 
of the said Board as a Board exercising its statutory powers, and that wherein 
the claim as filed or any part thereof was in connection with a matter over which 
the said Board has no statutory power to deal, said latter claim should be referred — 
to Charles Robert McKeown, James A. Ellis and Herbert L. Cummings, the 
members of the said Board, in their individual capacity as Arbitrators as set out 
in the Submission to Arbitration (Exhibit 9), which reads as follows: 


““SUBMISSION 


“Supplementing the agreement of submission dated the 6th day of September, 
1932, between The Kingdon Mining, Smelting & Manufacturing Company, 
Limited, and The Hydro-Electric Power Commission of Ontario (His Majesty 
the King represented by the Attorney-General also being a party thereto, in 
respect of certain matters outside the scope of the Submission to Arbitration 
therein provided for), the said Company and the said Commission hereby agree 
as follows: 
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““(q) That in so far as The Ontario Municipal Board may not have ie 
tion to hear and determine any of the claims submitted to it in the amende 
claim filed by the said Company and copy of which is attached hereto, such ree 
shall be and are hereby submitted and referred to the arbitration Oia Cag: 
McKeown, Esgq.; J. A. Ellis, Esq., and H. L. Cummings, Esq., being the members e: 
of the said Board, as Arbitrators pursuant to the provisions of “The Arbitration 
Act,” whose decision shall be final and binding upon the parties, subject only to 
appeal therefrom by either party in accordance with the said Act; 

““(b) That as to any of such claims in respect of which the said Board may 
itself determine that it has no jurisdiction to hear or determine the same as a 
Board and which the said three members shall hear as Arbitrators under ‘The 
Arbitration Act,’ the said Arbitrators shall be entitled to reasonable compensation 
and to their expenses, in such amount as may be agreed upon between the parties 
or, failing agreement, as may be fixed by a Judge of the Supreme Court of Ontario 
upon due application, and the said Company and the said Commission agree 
that the Award of the Arbitrators shall and may include a direction by the 
Arbitrators as to payment or apportionment by or between the parties of the 
said compensation and expenses and of the costs of and incidental to the said 
arbitration; 

“(c) That the parties agree that the amended claim filed by the said Company 
with the Board, a copy of which is attached hereto, shall constitute the entire 
claim of the said Company (subject to any further amendment which may be 
made by leave of the Board or Arbitrators, or by consent of the parties), and the 
parties agree to the said amendment. 

“In witness whereof the parties hereto have caused this agreement to be 
executed by attaching thereto their corporate seals attested by the signatures 
of their duly authorized officers, this 17th day of October, 1932. 


“Signed, Sealed and Delivered Kingdon Mining, Smelting and 
Manufacturing Company, Limited. 
“Tn the presence of: Kingdon Mining, Smelting & 
2 Mfg. Co., Limited. 
“G. Gordon Hyde. Incorporated 1916. 
A. G. Munich, Managing Director. 
“Harold A. C. Breuls. John R. Leger, Secretary-Treasurer. 
“Hydro-Electric Hydro-Electric Power Commission of 
“Power Commission of Ontario. 


“Ontario. J. R. Cooke, Chairman. 
W. W. Pope, Secretary.” 


As to that part of the claim of The Kingdon Mining, Smelting and Manufac- 
turing Company above mentioned, over which The Ontario Municipal Board has 
statutory authority to determine the Judgment or Award hereinafter set out is 
and is to be considered the Judgment of The Ontario Municipal Board as such, 
and as to that part of the said claim over which the said Board has no jurisdiction 
as such the Judgment or Award in connection therewith is, and is to be con- 
sidered as, the Judgment or Award of the said Charles R. McKeown James A 
Ellis and Herbert L. Cummings as Arbitrators in accordance with the Said 
Submission to Arbitration. 

Prior to the hearing of evidence the members of the Board had the Oppor- 
tunity on 14th October, 1932, of visiting and inspecting the site of the Chats 


SS eS STRSTR AR re re Racer SOE i} 
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Falls Power Development, the Claimants’ properties on Chats Island, and that 
inspection, made partly on foot and by boat, has been of material assistance in 
enabling the members to more easily visualize the areas, properties and features 
dealt with in, and the relative importance of, the evidence adduced. 
The Board actually sat for forty-three days to hear evidence and three days 
to listen to concluding argument of counsel before this wearisome arbitration 
came toanend. The time occupied in light of the Award is altogether dispropor- 
tonate and therefore seemingly unjustifiable. That is of course looking at matters 
in the light of hindsight, and while it may be quite true that a great many aspects 
could have been eliminated or shortened, the elaboration of the Claimants’ case, 


based as it was to a very appreciable extent upon hypotheses and assumptions 


and not upon questions of ascertained fact, had of necessity to take considerable 
more time than is usually occupied in compensation cases. Then upon the 
Respondents fell the onus of meeting fully the case presented by the Claimants, 
or of taking the risk consequent upon too lightly treating an opponent, a risk 
which a body such as the Respondent Commission representing the public interest 
and not its own private fortunes, would have found very difficult to justify, if in 
the final result it could be determined that the Respondents had erred in judg- 
ment. It is to be regretted, however, that so much time has been expended and 
energy consumed in the prosecution to the last ditch of claims which in the final 
view can only be regarded as having rested upon little or no foundation. 

In making the foregoing observations it is but just to state that no criticism 
is to be attached to counsel for either side who, in the performance of the duty 
resting upon them were of invaluable assistance to the Board throughout the 
whole hearing and carried out a task which has been no mean strain upon mental 
and physical resources in as eminent a manner as might well be expected of them. 


2. Chats Falls: Area (General Description). 


A better understanding of the matters in issue is obtainable by a depiction 
in words of this area. 

Chats Lake, a widening of the Ottawa River, is situate about forty miles 
west of Ottawa. At the foot of the lake the river flows easterly through what are 
known as Chats Rapids for a distance varying from one to three miles, then 
splitting into several channels between the string of islands stretching across the 
river at the crest of Chats Falls the waters drop a distance of about 40 feet into 
the tail waters which flow thence towards Lake Duchesnes. 

On the Ontario side at the easterly end of the lake is Chats Island separated 
from the mainland of Fitzroy Township in Carleton County by the Mississippi 
River, which flows into the lake on the west, and by the stream known sometimes 
as the south branch of the Ottawa, but locally as the Snye, which flows out of 
the Mississippi in a northeasterly direction to join the Ottawa in the tail waters 
below Chats Falls. 

Chats Island is a considerable one and approached by road from Galetta on 
the southwest and Fitzroy Harbour on the northeast. The C.N.R. line from 
Ottawa passes from Lavergne Point on the island thence by means of a bridge 
across the Ottawa to the Quebec side. 

The island, while fairly flat, is irregular in surface upon which appear frequent 
ridges and outcroppings of rock interspersed here and there with areas which 
contain soil sufficient in quantity and quality to permit of general agricultural 
pursuits. Generally speaking, however, the island presents a somewhat natural 
and wild appearance and its surface uses are principally in wood-cutting and 
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grazing. At one time it must have been well timbered and the island unti 


presented a well-wooded appearance. 

Except for the settlement at the Cla 

small and indications from buildings, etc., 

eked out. fe 
ee contours of the island varied from approximately 240 at the shore nh 
at times of normal water level rising by very gradual stages to a maximum nee t 
of about 290. The shore upon Chats Lake was in spots gravelly or sandy, ut 
generally speaking the island presented a rocky waterfront. Here and there low 
spots upon the island are of a swampy nature. 

The elevation of the waters in Chats Lake have during the past twenty years 
varied from a low of 237 to a maximum high of 249, with a mean of 243. For the 
purpose of determining the issues in this matter the normal water elevation has 
to be taken as of 239.7 (Geodetic Survey), because the areas expropriated have 
been assumed as measuring therefrom: and other calculations of witnesses are 
based thereon. 

The elevations in the Chats Rapids drop from 240 or thereabouts at the head 
to about 228 feet at the crest of the falls and 190 feet in the tail waters, thus giving 
a total fall from lake level to the tail waters of about 50 feet at times of normal 
flow. 

The elevations of the Mississippi River are the same as of the lake up to the 
highway bridge at Galetta, and commencing at the same in the Snye they gradually 
drop to tail-water level at the discharge into the Ottawa. 

The frequent outcroppings of rock upon the island are often fissured, and at 
places potholes are to be seen. The timber is mostly pine, spruce and birch, and 
the wooded areas extend to within a short distance of the water’s edge. 


imants’ mine, the resident population is 
suggest that but a meagre existence 


3. Power Development on the Ottawa. 


The evidence indicates that in the eighties William Harty acquired from the 
Crown (Ontario) some of the islands in the Ottawa River near the Ontario shore 
with certain rights to use the waters for mill purposes (Exhibits 72, 73). No 
development appears to have been made by what are called the Harty-O’Connor 
interests. 

About 1913 the Respondent Commission made surveys for power possibilities 
upon the Ottawa and among them of Chats Falls. In 1914 it expropriated the 
Harty-O’Connor interests including the islands granted to William Harty by 
notice registered in that year in the Carleton Registry Office. Settlement of the 
compensation was delayed and not made until 1929. 

In about 1917, A. G. Munich (but not on behalf of the Claimant Company) 
became interested in the power possibilities at or near Chats Falls and having 
acquired control over properties on the Quebec shores he had some preliminary 
negotiations with the Chairman of the Respondent Commission a 
of power. These were abortive, but at or about that time M 
knowledge that the Respondents owned the Harty-O’Connor 
no development on the Ontario side was possible without the Pr 
and the Respondents being in accord. 

In 1925 or 1926, Mr. Munich again negotiated with 
mission but without success, and in 1927 he parted with al 
voice in the matter when he disposed of his interest on t 
company, the predecessors of the power company now jointl 
Respondents in the Chats Falls power development now 
Munich appears to have obtained a minority shareholding i 
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company, but throughout and to the present his interest has been a personal one 
and in no way on behalf of or connected with the Claimant Company. 

The evidence is that the Claimant Company and its Directors never at any 
time took into consideration at any meeting the matter of power development on 
the Ottawa. At a later date the Respondents and the power company entered 
imto concrete arrangements for the power development at Chats Falls now in 
operation. Apparently earlier and different plans had been broached for a some- 
what different development with the necessary dam constructed across the rapids 
from a point on or near the Claimants’ property to Egan’s Island on the Quebec 
side. These plans were all discarded, if for no reason other than they all involved 
the location of the power house entirely within Quebec, a course to which the 
Respondents would or could not agree. 

The necessary authorizations being obtained from the Dominion and 
Provincial Governments (Exhibits 74 and 76) and the formal agreement (Exhibit 
75) between the power company and the Respondents being entered into, the 
work of construction proceeded and was completed in 1931-1932. 

Chats Falls power development contemplates a. maximum head of about 
57 feet with an output of over 200,000 h.p. This involves the ultimate raising 
of the water elevation in Chats Lake, Mississippi River, Chats Rapids, etc., to 
247 feet, to which height the Respondents are limited (Exhibit 80). The develop- 
ment did not itself occasion any raising of the lake levels until June, 1932, when 
it was raised to a constant of about 244, at which it has since remained. 

The power dam now in place is roughly a crescent along the crest of the falls 
crossing the river from a point on the Ontario side near Victoria Island, thence 
over the channels and islands ending at Egan’s Island on the Quebec side. The 
Ontario end is continued by an earthen dam along Chats Island to Parcel A, 
expropriated from the Claimants. The power house is located at the real or 
conventional boundary line down the river which separates the two Provinces, 
one-half of the power house being in Ontario and the other half in Quebec. 

The construction of the power dam and the consequent raising of water levels 
in Chats Lake and elsewhere necessitated the acquisition by the power company 
and the Respondents of considerable areas of land in the vicinity of the works and 
bordering upon the lake and river, and included therein were portions of the 
Claimants’ properties. 

The development also made it essential that the outflow from the Mississippi 
River by means of the Snye be placed under control so that the lake level be 
maintained, and for that purpose authority was obtained (Exhibit 80), which 
enabled the Respondents to construct dams across the Snye where it began at 
the Mississippi. 


4. The Claimant Company. 


The Claimant Company was incorporated in 1919 under “The Companies 
Act” (Canada), with a capital of $750,000 divided into 7,500 shares of $100 each, 


‘and having its head office at Montreal. The principal objects of the Company 


were to carry on mining operations and the milling and smelting of metals. 
Upon incorporation the Claimants acquired from the Robertson Estate and 
others the properties they now own upon Chats Island and adjacent thereto, and 
upon which at that time there was located the workings which have since become 
the mine known as the Kingdon Lead Mine. 

Payment for the properties was made by the issue to the vendors of the total 
authorized capital of the Claimant Company, the transactions being carried out 
in the name of A. G. Munich, the nominal vendor. 
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f the Company 


ug aimants’ history the general policies 0 m pé 
Throughout the Claimants’ history reg a eee 


z red to have been controlled by the Robertson interests, ; 
eee and until his death in 1931, the President was Charles M. Rober a 
During the whole of that time and up to the present A. G. Munich, who from 1 : 
to 1919 managed the mining venture for the Robertson Estate, has been ee 
Manager of the Claimants and at their properties at Chats Island. Since 192 - 
R. R. Rose has been and is the superintendent in charge of the mine, but appat- 
ently without very much executive authority, the operating policy having been 
directed from head office, and the superintendent never having been tree to 
decide upon matters affecting either the nature or field of operation. The 
Claimants’ chief function being mining, their whole efforts have been directed 
thereto and the use of the properties has been confined to purposes incidental 
thereto. They have neither added to nor parted with any of their holdings, and 
generally speaking may be said to have limited their undertaking solely to the 
existing mine covering less than ten acres. There is no evidence to indicate that 
they have at any time sought to develop the remainder of their properties for 
mining or other purposes, except that in 1929 they procured a geophysical survey 
of the surface to be made in the area surrounding their present mine. 

The Claimants appear to have had no cash capital or working capital 
resources of their own and have depended therefor upon loans obtained from the 
Robertson interests. The amount of these loans, with some fluctuations therein, 
has grown from $113,000 or so in 1919 to a total of $590,402.79 owing at the end 
of 1931, and with accumulated interest thereon of $250,133.60, making an 
aggregate outstanding debt due to the Robertson interests as of 3ist December, 
1931, of $840,536.39. Apparently no security for repayment of this loan has 
been given. 

The Claimant Company does not appear to have paid any dividends, and 
according to its annual financial statements (Exhibit 23) has made a loss during 
the period 1919 to 1931 of over one million dollars, but which as explained 
hereunder the Claimants now seek to establish is not the case. 

The evidence indicates that the only voices which have been heard in directing 
the affairs of the Claimants have been those of their President and General 
Manager, and there is no evidence that the directors or shareholders participated 
in the transactions of the Company except to formally deal with and adopt annual 
reports and statements, which appears to have regularly been done. 

While from the evidence it is difficult to determine at what total value the 
Claimants appraised all their properties, it would appear from Mr. Munich's 
evidence that in his opinion they were immediately prior to expropriation to be 
valued at not less than $5,000,000. The books of the Company carry them at 
the original purchase price of $750,000, less depreciation charges against 
that amount. 


5S. The Claimants’ Properties. 


The bulk of the Claimants’ properties are situate upon Chats Island, some 
small portions being upon the mainland south of the Snye and oné parcel on the 
west side of the Mississippi, being the west part of Lot 25 in the Fifth Concession 

_is also on the mainland. The properties are not in one solid block but are seat 
tered throughout the island, making altogether about 1,500 acres with a v 
considerable frontage upon the lake and river waters. sae 

Except for special features to which reference is made, it may be said that 


as a whole the Claimants’ properties on the island are fairly flat but with a 
: n 


, 
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irregular surface cut up by frequent outcroppings and ridges of rock, have but 
little land suitable to farming purposes other than grazing, and immediately 
Prior to expropriation were still fairly well wooded. Here and there might be 
found swampy spots and at the shore of the lake small patches of gravelly or 
sandy beach were present at times of normal water level. The property bordering 
upon the Ottawa was more rugged than the remaining portions. The property 
west of the Mississippi fronting on Marshall’s Bay was of a somewhat different 
character, being at the rear higher land with some low-lying portions abutting 
upon the bay, along the front of which was a sandy beach which stretched out 
beneath the shallow waters for some distance. The property was well wooded 
with a little better timber and portions were adapted for agricultural purposes. 

To a great deal of the Claimants’ property, particularly those portions 
towards the centre of the island and down the Snye below the highway bridge, 
the present issues do not relate except in so far as they are injuriously affected 
by the Respondents’ proceedings. The properties which are affected may for 
all material purposes be divided into three sections. 

A.—Ottawa River Section. This comprises the Claimants’ lands which 
fronted on the Ottawa River mostly opposite the Chats Rapids and extended 
southerly to a short distance south of the deviated route of the Canadian National 
Railway. The whole of this section has been expropriated and forms Parcels A, 

_1, 2 and 3 (Exhibit 1), containing in all 259.94 acres. The general topography 
may be described as having been of a rocky and rugged nature fairly well covered 
with trees. It is to this section that the Claimants, in addition to mineral values, 
have sought to attach special values for power development and industrial site 
purposes. 

B.—Chats Lake Section. For the purposes of the arbitration this may be 
stated to comprise the Claimants’ lands which fronted on the lake from the base 
of Lavergne Point around Lavergne Bay and thence westwardly and southerly 
along the shore and up the Mississippi to the line between Lots 25 and 26 and 
extending from the lake southeasterly to the Snye. It includes not only the area 
which is taken up by the Claimants’ mine and mining plant, but also any 
northwestward extension thereof. 

The area generally is flat with frequent outcroppings of rock, some swampy 
spots and little agricultural lands except for grazing. Some of the timber had 
been cut by the Claimants but there are still wooded areas. At the shore the 
general character is rocky in some places, low and swampy in others and at spots 
a short stretch of gravel or sandy beach. The contours rise from 240 to 245 at 
the water's edge to a maximum of about 290. 

This section contains Parcels 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8 (Exhibit 1), containing 175.2 
acres which have been expropriated by the Respondents, and it is to this area 
the Claimants assert that the greatest damage from injurious affection of the 
unexpropriated portions has been occasioned. 

The whole of the water frontage upon the lake and the Mississippi is expro- 
priated and on the Snye the Respondents have constructed dams which affect 
the water supply of the Claimants for mining and other operations and for 
domestic and sanitary purposes. 

It is to this area that the Claimants have directed nearly the whole of the 
evidence with respect to mineralization and the value thereof, but in addition 
the Claimants maintain that summer resort values attach to the frontage upon 
the lake and also that industrial site value is present. 

C.—Marshall’s Bay Section. This covers the area above referred to as situate 
on the west side of the Mississippi and bordering upon Marshall's Bay. This 
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ast of a summer resort colony which ha 
pon the evidence as to 


as while an unopened 


property is located immediately to the e 
been established for many years. There is some doubt u 
present accessibility to this property by public highway : ae 
road allowance leads to it, the only road now travelled is a private one ie a 
adjacent summer colony which ends there. There is nothing in evidence, however, 
to indicate that the road allowance could not be opened for travel. 

While the Claimants include this section among their mineralize ee 
no direct evidence upon that feature was presented. Throughout the hearing 
the Claimants’ witnesses stressed a special value to this property for summer 
resort purposes. 4 

While Exhibit 1 shows that Parcel 9, which is the portion of this property 
expropriated, as containing 36.9 acres, it was admitted during the hearing that 
the actual acreage taken was 79.4. The discrepancy is explained by the fact 
that the acreage was ascertained from a water level of 243 feet or so instead of 
from 239.7 as in the case of the other expropriated parcels. For the purpose of 
determining compensation, Parcel 9 is to be taken to contain 79.4 acres. For 
practically all purposes this section can be treated separately. 


The Kingdon Lead Mine. This mine had its inception in the “eighties” 
when James Robertson of Montreal either discovered lead or commenced the 
first real attempt at mining operations. It is to be assumed that surface indication 
of minerals was present at the spot where he started his mine or pits. There is 
some evidence that at other places on the island or in the vicinity other small 
workings are to be found upon the properties of the Claimants and others. For 
instance, upon the Claimants’ property at ‘‘No. 4 Pit,’’ on Lot 22 in the Seventh 
near the Snye, as well as some trenches in other spots. Elsewhere there is 
evidence as to the “Campbell prospect’ on Lavergne Point and the “McLean 
Pits” on the mainland in Lot 20 near the road from Galetta to Fitzroy Harbour. 

All of these workings relate only to lead and while in the Claimants’ mine 
some evidences of zinc blend and traces of silver have been present, it is admitted 
that for all purposes of the arbitration, not only with respect to the present mine 
but to any of the Claimants’ property, the mine is to be regarded as a lead mine 
only, and that the only mineral value which attaches to the remaining lands is 
confined to lead. 

The principal workings conducted by Robertson prior to 1914 were at 
Pits Nos. 1, 2 and 3, all in or in the immediate vicinity of the present mine. 
These efforts appear to have been spasmodic and insignificant until 1914 in 
which year the mine as it is to-day may be said to have been commenced. In 
that year Robertson, or his estate, engaged A. G. Munich as manager and under 
his charge operations on an extensive scale were begun and have since continued 
until 1931, when operations ceased. From 1914 to 1931 the mine was developed, 
all work being centred in one shaft at first in the vein and later in the present 
shaft constructed off the vein. 

The Kingdon Lead Mine is situate in the east half of Lot 23 in the Sixth 
Concession on Chats Island, the shaft being located about 1,100 feet from the 
Snye and 750 feet or so from the southeast boundary of the lot. In the neighbou 
hood of the shaft head are erected the mill, smelter and mine buildings. N ie 
thereto is the mining settlement of the mine workmen and their event ne 
Claimants’ offices, etc. tes, the 

T he underground workings reaching at depth 1,400 feet stretch along th 
vein in directions both southeast and northwest of the shaft, the form e 
750 feet from the shaft to the boundary of the Claimants’ property er up to 
to a maximum on the lowest level of nearly 2,200 feet from the gh 


d properties, 


the latter 
aft. The 
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projection of the underground workings on the surface are stated to comprise 
about 7% acres. 

The mine is located upon a vein occupying a fault fissure in the country rock, 
which is principally of pre-Cambrian Grenville limestone and in which igneous 
intrusive rocks, granite and diorite occur. The vein itself has for its gangue, 
calcite, in which is to be found galena and insignificant occurrences of other 
minerals. It is the galena (lead sulphite) which gives to the mine any value it 
may have and from which the lead is smelted. 

Prior to 1919 when the Claimants acquired title, the mine had been so far 
developed that the shaft had reached’a depth of over 200 feet with drifting and 
mining in the first two levels. In addition a mill had been erected as also a smelter 
of a modest character. After the Claimants took over they proceeded to develop 
the mine, enlarge the mill and install an adequate smelting plant and all the 
improvements effected and operations carried on have been paid for either out 
of operating revenues or from loans obtained from the Robertson interests. 

By the end of 1922 the shaft had reached a depth of 525 feet, crossing the 
vein between the 400 and 525-foot levels. It was sunk to further depths of 775 
feet by May, 1924, 1,025 feet by May, 1925; 1,275 feet in 1927, and attained its 
greatest depth of 1,448 feet in August, 1929. There are altogether twelve levels 
along the vein running east and west of the shaft, namely, 100, 200, 300, 400, 
525, 650, 775, 900, 1,025, 1,150, 1,275, and 1,400 foot levels. Those below the 
525 are reached by cross-cut drifts through the country rock to the vein. 

The Claimants’ evidence is that until 1928 the general practice, except for ~ 
one period, was to prosecute drifting along the levels to an extent sufficient to 
keep ahead of actual mining operations, so that there could be a continuous 
operation of actual mining to feed the mill and smelter. After 1928, it is suggested 
that the programme of drifting was more or less halted on instructions from head 
office, but the evidence does not establish that there was any considerable 
diminution in such drifting. 

In about 1922 the underground haulage equipment was electrified and all 
excavated material has since that time been brought to the shaft by electric 
train for elevation to the mill. The evidence establishes that the total tonnage 
hoisted from the whole mine from 1914 until operations ceased in 1931 was 
905,000 tons, the tonnage being estimated from the contents of the “skip” or 
car in which it was hauled, which was computed to carry an average load of 1.6 
tons of ore from the stopes and drifts, and 2 tons of waste material from shaft, 
cross-cuts, stations, etc. The foregoing tonnage does not include a small tonnage 
of waste taken from the shaft, cross-cuts, etc., which was thrown into abandoned 
workings on upper levels. 

Generally speaking the mine may be said to be exhausted east of the shaft 
down to the 1,400-foot level as most of the levels to the boundary of the Claimants’ 
property have been completely stoped and the ore all extracted. It is suggested 
that there still remains to be extracted from the 1,400-foot east level some 
quantity of low-grade ore if it becomes profitable so to do and a small quantity 
of broken ore. It is also suggested that profitable ore may still remain in place 
in the extensions of the upper east levels to the boundary of the property at 
points beyond the end of the existing drifts. 

To the west of the shaft the workings in the lower levels below the 300-foot 
level have been carried to distances of from 1,200 to 2,200 feet west of the shaft. 
Reference to the stoping plan (Exhibit 15) indicates the extent of the workings 
very clearly. It is about ten years since any work was done on the upper four 
levels and while they have been abandoned, the Claimants’ evidence is to the 
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effect that if they were continued valuable ore would be available. On the levels 
below the 400-foot west, very extensive areas have been stoped and large ore 
tonnage has been extracted therefrom. The stopes, which have been opened up, 
have all been completely mined except on the 1,400-foot west level where in 
Stope 1403 there remains a quantity of broken ore and ore in sight. 

So far as the west drifting has extended on the 525, 650, 775 and 900-foot 
west levels, the evidence shows that all available ore has been extracted. On 
the 1,025, 1,150, 1,275 and 1,400-foot west levels, particularly on the last two, 
it is suggested that there remains in place a very considerable tonnage of low-grade 
ore which some day may prove profitable to extract. 

On every west level below the 300, drifting has been continued for distances 
ranging from fifty feet upwards beyond the westernmost stope without any 
ground being encountered which justified stoping. 

The ore extracted from the mine upon being hoisted to the surface was 
treated at the mill, reduced to concentrates and from thence transferred to the 
smelter where it was reduced to lead. From the mill all the waste material 
spoken of as “‘tailings’’ were discharged from the “‘Ilaunders’’ to the ground and 
during the course of seventeen years or so a very large pile of tailings containing 
nearly 900,000 tons has accumulated, covering a fairly large area and extending 
down to and into the bed of the Snye, where in places it is stated to have reached 
a depth of about 8 feet. The principal constituent of these tailings is the calcite 
gangue from the vein which is whitish in colour and marble in character. 

The mining, milling, smelting and pumping operations have required the 
use of a heavy supply of electric power which has been obtained from the Galetta 
Power Company, now owned by the Respondents. 

As iscommon in most mines, it has been necessary to install underground 
pumping equipment to get rid of the water flowing or seeping into the workings, 
Until the fifth level was reached one pump of a capacity of 300 gallons per minute 
was adequate and was located on the 400-foot level near the shaft. At a later 
date a new 300-gallon capacity pump was installed on the 525-foot level, the 
300-gallon pump on the 400-foot level taken down and installed on the 1,025-foot 
level, and below that three small pumps of a capacity of about 100 gallons a 
minute have been installed on each of the 1,150, 1,275 and 1,400-foot levels, and 
in the later years of operation these pumps, with their accompanying pipes and 
equipment have constituted the underground pumping plant of the mine. The 
mode of operation has been for each of the three small pumps to raise the water 
from the level on which it was located to the level above, for the pump on the 
1,025-foot level to raise it to the 525-foot level and for the pump on that level to 
pump the whole of the water accumulating in the mine to the surface, with the 
exception of the small quantity of water used below ground in drilling and other 
operations. From these facts it is clear that the maximum capacity for discharge 
of accumulated water has been 300 gallons per minute, and the evidence does not 
indicate that the capacity has been inadequate for the purpose. Other matters 
relating to mine-pumping, rate of inflow, etc., are referred to hereunder under 
the heading of ‘‘Water Trouble in the Mine.” 


The actual facts as to the mining and milling operations are largely to be 
gained from the records thereof given in the weekly reports and letters sent by 
the superintendent to his head office, and the evidence of the superintendent who 
gave a very clear picture of such matters. He had, however, little to do with 
the smelting operations and practically no evidence thereof has been given, but 
the lack thereof has not materially prejudiced the hearing. 
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The water supply for the mine, mill and smelter has, apart from the water 
pumped from the mine, been obtained from the Snye, and that feature has been 
dealt with hereunder under the heading of ‘‘Water Supply.” 

From 1928 onwards, Mr. Munich stated in his evidence that his advice had 
been to cease mining operations, but notwithstanding that advice they were 
continued until 1931, the mine being finally closed down in November of that 
year when the pumps were removed and water permitted to accumulate below 
ground. Mr. Munich states that his sole reason for advising cessation of opera- 
tions was because of the low price to which lead had sunk. He and the other 
witnesses for the Claimants deny that such advice or the subsequent cessation 
of operations was because of any exhaustion of the mine, as the Respondents 
contend has occurred. 

The mine is now gradually filling with water, and at the end of January, 1933, 
the water had reached to a level of about 183 feet below the surface. On 30th 
September it had then reached a point about 600 feet below the surface. 

In addition to the mine itself the only other place at which any actual 
mining operations have been carried on by the Claimants or their predecessor 
has been at what is called “No. 4 Pit” situate to the northwest of the mine shaft 
and near the northwestern end of the present mine workings, if the west levels 
were projected to the surface. 

The exact location of “No. 4 Pit” is best ascertained by reference to the 
Lundberg Plan (Exhibit 93). At this pit there has been some surface trenching 
done for a distance of 250 feet. A calcite vein containing galena occupying a 
fissure in the country rock was opened up and from it during 1927 some 310 tons 
of ore were extracted. That is the only year in which the Claimants did any 
actual mining at “No. 4 Pit,’’ and while it is asserted that the lead content was 
very rich, no evidence as to actual extracted content was given, and no further 
exploration or development work was done. 


Final Summation of Evidence—For Claimants. 


The story told by the Claimants’ witnesses is that whereas before the 
Respondents undertook the power development at Chats Falls and expropriated 
- some 544 acres of the Claimants’ land, they were the owners of 1,500 odd acres of 
valuable mineral lands on Chats Island, and the neighbouring mainland. On 
the property they had a very productive lead mine from which during the past 
seventeen years there has been obtained over $4,000,000 of lead, and while in 
places lean or barren areas were encountered the mine is still in the hey-day of 
production, and can be developed to greater depth, as well as northwestwardly 
to Chats Lake. The Claimants for their own private purposes have charged 
nearly all expenditures to operating account, and while that policy may upon 
examination of their books indicate that the operations have not been profitable, 
yet such is not really the case. On the contrary a true allocation of the expendi- 
tures would disclose that until 1928 the mine had produced a substantial profit 
which to a great extent has been eaten up by losses incurred in the past three or 
four vears on account of an unfavourable lead market. They anticipate that 
when times become better, and lead prices come back to a normal level, the mine 
will be reopened and again yield substantial returns in lead, and be of profit to 
the shareholders. 

Furthermore, not only was the existing mine and its projected extension of 
great value—not less than $5,000,000 on a conservative estimate—but all the 
remaining lands were of great value for prospective lead mines. While no actual 
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exploration work to speak of has been done thereon, yet there can be no cous 
having regard to geological conditions, geophysical indications, and to the actua 
presence of lead in the existing mine, that the whole of their properties are 
mineralized with galena (lead sulphite) to an extent which must be assumed to 
put in the hands of the Claimants the sure promise of being able to reproduce 
elsewhere in their properties at least one lead mine equal in lead production to 
the mine which they have been operating since its incorporation. 

All of this prosperous past and promising future has been largely destroyed 
by the actions of the Respondents. Their taking of 544 acres of land including 
all the valuable water frontage, their interference with continuance of the present 
mine to its ultimate completion by reason of lands being expropriated, flooding 
and infiltration. The partial thwarting of the development of a mine at any 
other point on the property for the same reasons. The loss of the potential 
power development or power dam site which the Claimants possessed on the 
river frontage which were of great value, and the complete deprivation of any 
opportunity to turn the water frontage properties into summer resort or industrial 
sites, and in addition, the interference with the source of water supply on the 
Snye, the reduction in quantum of holdings, loss of riparian rights, etc., have all 
occasioned a very heavy loss which in terms of money can only be measured out 
on a conservative figure of nearly $2,500,000 which should be paid by the 
Respondents by way of compensation. 


For Respondents. 


A short review of the Respondents’ side of the issues as disclosed from their 
evidence discloses an entirely opposite state of affairs to that which the Claimants 
put forward. While it is true, say the Respondents, through their witnesses 
and documentary productions, that they have undertaken a power development 
which necessitates the taking and flooding of a considerable portion of the 
Claimants’ properties, yet as they were of but little value no great harm has been 
done, and such damages as have been occasioned can be measured out in money 
at an amount not more than $51,000 which they offered in satisfaction. One or 
two other elements cf damage need not be considered in the light of monetary 
compensation as the Respondents are willing and have undertaken to restore the 
Claimants to their erstwhile position. 

As to the facts, hypotheses and conjectures relating to the Claimants and 
their properties, the story unfolded by the Respondents’ witnesses is that while 
it is quite true that lead-mining operations have been carried on by the Claimants 
and their predecessor since 1914 until 1931, an examination of the Claimants’ 
books and records and of the mine and property discloses a somewhat sorry picture. 
Instead of having had a profitable enterprise, which started free of debt, the 
Claimants now owe about $850,000 upon loans obtained to finance their under- 


taking, and have actually incurred a loss of well over $1,000,000 in twelve years 
according to their own books. 


other material. In consequence 
in Spain’”’ which the Claimants have so elaborately 
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being something real. The whole thing is visionary, and with its disposal there 
also disappears any element of mineral values, damages from flooding, infiltration, 
etc. ; 

Similarly the Respondents’ witnesses say that for the reasons they give the 
Claimants have no potentials in their holdings in respect of summer resort or 
industrial site properties. In fact, their lands were not in July, 1931, worth 
more than $15 an acre viewed in any light. 

Upon the question of the potentials for power development and site for a 
power dam, the story unfolded is equally destructive. Not only did the 
_ ~Claimants at the crucial date not possess in themselves any power development 
\s possibilities of any value, but furthermore, they never had been possessed thereof. 
__ The Chats Rapids being navigable, the properties essential to any economic 
_ development being beyond the control of the Claimants, the Respondents them- 

selves having for nearly twenty years owned the key properties, absolutely 

precluded the Claimants from promoting or sharing in any power project. Again, 
| no economic development was possible unless lake levels were raised. 

As to the possession of a valuable site for a power dam the Respondents’ 
. expert said that such suggestion was idle, as their properties were neither the 
_ only suitable location, but were not in fact utilized. Also that no dam from the 
Claimants’ property was feasible without it necessarily involving the location 
in Quebec Province of the complete generation of all power produced, which in 
itself destroyed the possibilities put forward. 

In respect of the questions of interference with the source of water supply, 
and loss of riparian rights and access to water, the Respondents by their under- 
takings say that all claims for compensation or damage have been satisfied and 
are removed from the arena. 


ge’ 


Findings of Fact. 


The several findings of fact hereunder set forth are arrived at upon a con- 
sideration of the whole evidence adduced, the weight attaching thereto, impres- 
sions gained from observance of the witnesses during the giving of their testimony, 
an analysis of some of the more useful exhibits, and the inspection visit had by 
the members of the Board. To avoid, as far as possible, any incorrect findings 
being made, the whole of the transcript of the evidence for the Claimants has 
been read twice, and that for the Respondents once. While such reading has 
been laborious, it has been usefully refreshing in matters of detail. In so far as 
any of the undernoted matters are ones of mixed law and fact, the findings stated 


are as to the facts. 


1. Claimants’ Financial Position. 


(a) The Claimants have in the operation of their mine, mill and smelter 
incurred during the period 1919 to 1931 a substantial loss and their undertaking 
has not in any sense been a profitable one. 

(b) According to the books and annual statements such losses have exceeded 
$1,000,000. 

(c) No readjustment of such books and statements made upon a sound basis, 
and in accordance with proper accounting practice for mining undertakings would 
enable the Claimants to establish that their undertaking had been a profitable 
one. On the contrary, the Claimants’ own readjusted accounts show a loss 
of at least $250,000 over the period without taking into account certain charges 


properly attributable to operating account. x 
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(d) An analysis of the annual statements (Exhibit 23) and of the Os 
statements (Exhibits 33, 34 and 35) establish that if interest, cee a 
1e loss 


depletion at proper rates are charged to operation, as they should be, t 
during the period has been about $700,000. 
(e) Even making due allowance for adverse conditions in t 
the period, the facts establish quite clearly that the mine has been a 
(f) There is no conclusion of fact to be arrived at upon the evid 
than that any further operation of the mine will in all probability result in further 
losses, and the chances of it ever becoming a profitable venture are remote. 


he later years of 
losing venture. 
ence other 


2. The Kingdon Mine. 


(a) Total ore production (1914 to 1931) approximately 905,000 tons. 
(b) Total lead production (1914 to 1931) approximately 29,000 tons. 
(c) Average lead content (1914 to 1931), 3.3 per cent. 

(d) Total ore production (1921 to 1931), .855,628.4 tons. 


OM ShOPESKe na riuuniwer cette ans 740,099.8 tons 
1D) tits tenn aits oe cere a ee 93,970.6 “ 
Sialic MetCeumeisncieae a ae 21,558. s 


855,628 .4 tons 


(e) Total lead production (1921 to 1931), 26,079 tons. 

(f) Average lead content (1921 to 1931), 3.048 per cent. 

(g) Average lead content (1921 to 1931) attributing all lead as having been 
extracted from stope tonnage, 3.524 per cent. 

(h) Lead content by years: 


_ (i) Lead content of stopes by levels on basis of average lead content of each 
year, and that all lead production was obtained from stopes only: 


SOP I eres een Sh Spero eke ate 5.266% If all from stopes 6.350% 
IGP pds ae ene aN oe BRS TMG Neate ie Nae 4.589% 
MODS HEL EMG imc weiss ANOOQZO A Muto pat oes 5.113% 
1D 2 Ae Noa desta est SOLS ernie eas 4.509% 
(ODS we see eek BHOSOSE eee mney 4.959% 
19D Oana ern Dis OAC, sae meapett tea Guana 3.534% 
LOOT ene aM SUN Da Vga le linet cn | 2.945% 
O28 Gace Re DNAS OA aan tN CUA 2.555% 
19D OF i ei wrenen Dap ies Pats ORG Es er enna heat gan QMA2Z% 
TOs0s uur rete 1603 Heep ene 1.978% 
OST Ce ee NOG ees 2.369% 


Level Ore Tons Lead Tons Lead 
AO ORs Sa netics see 58,806 3022516 5. A 
VAS HS te on Saseaterepe is ea 71,911 3466 .442 4.820 
CHU aitaseees wen Ais 81,213 3466457 4.268 
Dee SHAE ees 111,433 4386. 623 3.936 
SOOT packed ks 133,411 3919 904 2.938 

EOD Sree pe wh aie 111,573 3100. 794 2.779 

IMD es fiege Masse Hite 75,511 2004 .974 2.655 

URIS Satine arn ten 50,234 1143 196 2.275 

HA OOM as a Crecaliy sa 30,278 648 567 2.142 

724,370 25159 473 3.473 


(Average of total) 


() The evidence and an analysis thereof establishes that with each succe 
sive year the lead content of the ore diminished in quantity, and Saale 
that as the mine went to greater depth the lead content er ehe ore tak 4 
from each successive level also diminished in quantity. 
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(k) Notwithstanding evidences of rich spots here and there on each level, 
and in each stope, and at faces in the drifts, the evidence all points to the 
fact that with regard to depth the mine if not petering out is gradually 
becoming less productive of lead, and it is an inescapable conclusion that 
in all probability lead is not present in sufficient quantities to justify 
future reopening of the mine and continuance of mining operations. 


3. Mineralization of Claimants’ Properties. 


(1) Geological Aspects: 


(a) The evidence as to the geology of the area is not sufficiently strong to 
enable any finding to be made that the Claimants’ property as a 
whole is a well-mineralized area. Nor is it possible therefrom to 
find as a fact that the area to the northwest of the present mine 
comprising the territory shown on Exhibit 93 is well mineralized. 

(6) There is nothing in the evidence of the Claimants’ geological experts 
upon which any finding can be made which would in any. sufficient 
degree support the claim that they possessed valuable mineralized 
areas or that any minerals of commercial value were present in any 
portions of the lands expropriated or the area in close proximity 
thereto. ; 

(c) On the whole the evidence upon the geological aspects does not bear 

(4 out any of the Claimants’ contentions. 

: (d) No value can be attached to the lands expropriated from the 

es Claimants or to the lands of the Claimants adjacent to and within 

f 1,000 feet or so therefrom as of 23rd July, 1931, by reason of the 

presence of any minerals therein. 


(ii) Geophysical Surveys: 


(a) Interesting as the learned disquisitions were upon the geophysical 
surveys of the Claimants’ properties, and of the “indications”? which 
they gave, it is impossible therefrom to find as a fact that there was 
or is present in the Claimants’ properties generally, or in the expro- 
priated area, or lands adjacent thereto, or in the territory shown on 
Exhibit 93, minerals in any sufficient quantity to attribute to such 
lands any special value by reason thereof. 


(iii) General Evidence—Having Regard to All the Evidence with Respect to 
Mineralization: 


(a) Such evidence is too assumptive, hypothetical and theoretical to 
justify any conclusion or finding of fact that minerals are present in 
the Claimants’ lands or any part thereof, including the expropriated 
parts thereof, or at any rate, that they are present in sufficient 
quantities to produce profitable results even if the prices of lead are 
restored to a much higher level than has obtained during the history 
of the Claimant Company. 

(b) The only evidences of fact as to actual presence of galena in the expro- 
priated areas or within 1,000 feet or so therefrom are too sketchy and 
insignificant, even if believed, to find that such areas may be regarded 
as mining prospects of any value. 


on 
S 
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(c) 


(d) 


4. Summer 


(a) 


(0) 


(c) 


(d) 


(e) 


(f) 


| or mining value 


The Claimants fail entirely to establish any minera 
adjacent thereto, 


to attach to the expropriated areas or to the lands 
and within 1,000 feet or so therefrom. 

No proximity value attached to any of t é 
mining or mineral prospects adjacent to any existing mine. 


he Claimants’ lands as being 


Resort Values. 


The evidence for the Claimants does not establish any special values 


as attaching to their properties generally, because of their suitability 
or adaptability for development as summer resort propertues. 
Generally speaking the evidence of the Respondents’ witnesses upon 
this aspect is to be accepted in preference to that of the Claimants, 
which is too far-fetched to rely upon, except as stated hereunder. 
Comparison of the Claimants’ properties with Norway Bay for 
summer resort purposes cannot usefully be made, except to the 
detriment of the Claimants’ contentions. 

The possibility of the Claimants’ lands fronting on Chats Lake, 
Parcels 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8, possessing any special value for summer resort 
purposes is so remote that it must be ignored, or, at best, if it is 
necessary to be taken into account at all it is so trifling that the 
amounts actually awarded to the Claimants as set forth in the formal 
Award are to be regarded as including such value. 

The Marshall’s Bay property, including Parcel 9, is in a somewhat 
different category, principally from its proximity to the summer 
colony established on the adjoining property. While the evidence is 
too sketchy to attribute to the property west of the Mississippi any 
considerable value from a summer resort.standpoint, yet there is a 
potential value for such purpose, which requires to be presently 
valued, both with respect to Parcel 9 itself and to the injurious 
affection of the lands remaining to the Claimants. 

Summer resort values did not attach to the properties fronting on 
the Ottawa River. 


5. Industrial Site Values. 


(a) 


(0) 


Notwithstanding the evidence for the Claimants upon this aspect it 
is impossible to find as a fact that any of their properties possessed a 
special value as a site or sites for industrial purposes. If any such 
value were now present it could only be attributed to the power 
development undertaken by the Respondents, but it is difficult to 
conceive that such development has in fact given the lands any 
such value. 

The Finding, therefore, is that the Claimants are not entitled to 
compensation or damages in respect of industrial sites values. 


6. Agricultural Values. 


The Claimants having stated that they do not claim their properties to 


have possessed any values by reason of being suited or adaptable for 
agricultural purposes this aspect can be ignored, except for the 
statement that amounts awarded in the formal Award can be regarded 
as having taken fully into account any values from usefulness of the 
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properties for any agricultural purposes, including grazing, gardening, 
Ue; 


7. Timber Values. 


(a) 


(c) 


(d) 


(e) 


(f) 


(g) 


In matters relating to quantities of timber standing upon the expro- 
priated lands the evidence of the Claimants’ Superintendent Rose is 
to be preferred to that of Respondents’ witnesses. The fact that 
Rose’s cruise was a detailed one made before any trees were cut or 
lands flooded is alone sufficient to justify that conclusion, in view of 
the very high regard which must be had to his evidence upon questions 
of actual fact. 

It is, therefore, found as a fact that the quantities of timber (or their 
resultants in terms of cordwood and logs) as shown by Exhibit 37, 
were present upon the expropriated lands and, except as to the white 
pine, must be paid for at their proper value. 

As the white pine did not belong to the Claimants they are not in 
fact entitled to any compensation in respect thereof, merely because 
it was growing upon the lands they owned or in proximity to their 
mine. 

Upon questions of value of the timber upon the expropriated lands, 
the evidence for the Claimants given by their General Manager being 
based largely upon the use of such timber for the purposes of the 
Claimants’ mine, no special value can be attributed thereto in view of 
the findings hereinbefore made as to the Claimants’ mining under- 
taking. 

Even if the Claimants’ mining undertaking had been or would here- 
after be a profitable venture, the values attributed to the timber by 
Mr. Munich are exaggerated and cannot be allowed. 
On the other hand, the evidence of the Respondents’ witnesses as to 
the values to be placed upon the timber are not based upon the 
soundest of conclusions, and are not altogether to be followed. 
Having regard to the unsatisfactory state of the actual evidence as 
to value of the timber, and to the fact that in July, 1931, the market 
for timber was limited, and disturbed by prevailing conditions, the 
compensation to be awarded must be based upon a valuation of 
standing timber of somewhat limited present values as of the date 
mentioned. 


&. Riparian Values. 


(a) 


(0) 


(c) 


This aspect presents difficulties in certain aspects only. Counsel for 
Respondents upon the Argument admitted as a general proposition 
that lands possessing riparian rights were of greater value than lands 
without such rights. 
Prior to the expropriation the Claimants possessed properties which 
for the purposes of fact are to be regarded as being one entire property 
and not as being a number of detached properties, each to be treated 
separately. 

This property possessed a very extensive frontage upon the Ottawa 
River, Chats Lake, and to a limited extent, on the Mississippi River. 
The expropriation has deprived the Claimants of any frontage what- 
soever upon the water, and their remaining lands are now.an inland 
property. 


On 
i) 
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(e) 
(f) 


(g) 


(h) 


5 Z d c ute sess are 
The riparian rights which the Claimants formerly possessed 


completely lost to them by reason of the expropriation. 
Notwithstanding that the Claimants’ properties did not is 
ing thereto any special value, the riparian rights and water 108 a 
were of some value, and compensation for loss of such rights an 
frontage must be paid. 

islawvbors regard to ihe remaining evidence for Claimants and ey 
dents, and to all the probabilities, the compensation to be paid to the 
Claimants for loss of riparian rights, other than power rights, and 
for loss of water frontage, access to water, etc., may be fixed at a 
lump sum rather than upon a percentage basis of the value which is 
found to attach to the Claimants’ property. i 
In fixing such compensation regard must be had to Respondents 
undertaking respecting future access to water, and in addition to 
the amount of compensation allowed herein the said Claimants are 
entitled to such access to the water of the Ottawa River and to the 
Canadian National Railway as is set out in the offer made by the 
Respondents in connection therewith. (Exhibit 1510.) 


have attach- 


9. Navigability of Ottawa River. 


(a) 


(0) 


In so far as it is a matter of fact, the Finding is that the Ottawa 
River, including that portion thereof opposite the Claimants’ property 
fronting on the river, was at the time of expropriation and previously 
had been a navigable water, and that it had been and was then in 
fact navigable. The fact that for certain purposes the river at 
Chats Falls and Chats Rapids had to be passed by a portage does 
not prevent a Finding in fact that the river was navigable. 

All of the evidence adduced supports a Finding that the river was 
navigable. The Claimants did not adduce any positive or affirmative 
evidence upon which a Finding could be made that the river was in 
fact non-navigable. If it was non-navigable there is nothing in the 
evidence to warrant any Finding to that effect. 


10. Power Development Values. 


(i) Potential Development: 


(a) 


(0) 


(c) 


(d) 


Although the Finding is that the Ottawa River is a navigable water 
it is desirable to deal with the Claimants’ contention for compensation 
for loss of a possible power development valued at $500,000. 

Any power development, which it was at any time practicable to 
undertake, of necessity involved the acquisition of Properties above 
and below the lands of the Claimants including the islands etc 
acquired by the Respondents from the Harty-O’Connor interests and 
also of properties on the Quebec side of the river, : 
No economic development was possible unless the levels of the waters 
of Chats Lake were raised so as to make possible generation of ow u 
in sufficient quantities to offset the cost of the development ae 
The evidence for the Claimants that a development of 100,000 h 
was possible by means of ‘‘The Kingdon-Egan Island Dam” with me 
any increase in lake levels is too sketchy and indefinite to rely pom 


ONTARIO MUNICIPAL BOARD FOR 1933 53 


The evidence of the Respondents that such a scheme was not 
economically possible is to be relied upon. 

(e) If it was at one time possible for the Claimants’ predecessor in title 
to have developed power on the Ottawa River, or to have participated 
in any such development, that possibility vanished to all intents and 
purposes in 1914 when the Respondents acquired the Harty-O’Connor 
properties, ownership of which was essential to any development. 

(f) When the Claimants acquired title in 1919 to the property on the 
Ottawa River they did not then have, and have not since had any 
potential value for power development purposes for the reason stated 
in Clause (e). 

(g) At the time of expropriation there did not attach to the Claimants’ 
property or any part thereof any special element of value in respect 
of power development possibilities or potential either because of 

* riparian rights, location of the property itself, fall in river levels 
opposite thereto, or other factor, and the claim on this account fails. 


(ii) Dam Site Value: 


(2) The power development scheme suggested by the Claimants’ witnesses 
which comprised a power dam resting upon their property being 
impracticable from an economic standpoint, fails to give any special 
value to the property as a site for a power dam. © 

(b) The scheme outlined in the Plan (Exhibit 92) if it had been carried 
out might have given a special value to the property, if location of 
the power dam had of necessity to be on that property. 

(c) The weight of evidence indicates that any other property near the 
Claimants would have been equally suitable as a site for the power 
dam, if either of the above-mentioned schemes had been practicable 
and had come to fruition. 

(d) The scheme actually undertaken having required the power dam to 
be located, generally speaking, elsewhere than upon the Claimants’ 
property, then except as to Parcel “A.” such property did not in 
fact possess any special value as a site for a power dam. 

(e) The Respondents having rested the end of their dam upon Parcel “A” 
has established for that particular parcel the fact that it was of use 
as a site for a dam, and it is therefore possible to find a special value 
attaching thereto. The quantum of such value not having been 
particularized it is a matter of estimate, and in respect thereof regard 
must be had to the value of other land upon which the dam rests. 


11. Reservoir or Storage Basin Values. 


(a) While the Claimants did not expressly claim any special value as 
attaching to their properties as a site for a storage basin in connection 
with a power development at Chats Falls or Chats Rapids, and did 
not direct attention to or offer much evidence upon that aspect of 
the matter, yet the fact is that the Respondents for their purposes 
and to ensure that full advantage could be taken of power possibilities 
which were available, actually expropriated the Claimants lands to 
utilize them for storage-basin purposes. That is established from the 
fact that only the surface of the lands was expropriated for flooding 
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(6) 


(c) 


(e) 


7) 


being 
of 


purposes, the Respondents’ scheme involving lake levels 
increased to 247 feet, which is higher than the surface contours 
much of the lands expropriated. 

The claim for compensation being for the lands 
special value attached thereto because of them 
flood in the creation of a storage basin, that value must be detert 
and form part of the compensation to be awarded. Pals 
The evidence for the Claimants upon this feature is very indefinite. 
In fact it is difficult to find that any attention was paid to this element 
by any of the Claimants’ witnesses. The only evidence upon the 
point is that which gives the values of other lands acquired by the 
Respondents upon Chats Island, and on the Quebec shores, in sO far 
as it may be found that they have been acquired for storage-basin 
purposes. 
The other properties referred to in the evidence of which it may be 
said that they were requisite for storage-basin purposes, appear to 
be the Cowley-Murphy, Gillies, Reid, Willis, Steen, Caras and Egan 
properties on Chats Island and the properties on the Quebec side 
mentioned by Respondents’ witnesses, Ross and Laderout. In part 
the Reid and Egan properties were acquired for purposes other than 
flooding. ; 
It is to be found, therefore, as a fact, that the properties expropriated 
by the Respondents from the Claimants were taken for storage-basin 
uses, that they were necessary for such purposes, and that any 
compensation to be paid must take into account any special element 
of value attaching on that account. : 

The Claimants failing to establish in any clear manner the quantum 
of such value, it becomes a matter of estimation. 


taken, then if any 
being necessary to 
mined 


12. Water Supply from the Snye. 


(i) Prior to the Respondents undertaking their power development the 


(a) 


Claimants obtained their supply of water for their mining and other 
business purposes, and for the domestic and sanitary purposes of the 
mining settlement and its population from the Snye. 

The water supply from such source was adequate to the needs of such 
purposes and if the head of the Snye had not been dammed by the 
Respondents it would have continued adequately to serve such 
purposes. 


(ii) Nature and extent of damage occasioned by reason of the Respondents 


(a) 


(0) 


(c) 


having interferred with the Snye as a source of water supply for the 
purposes of the Claimants and their property: 

The dams erected by the Respondents at the head of the Snye and 
the rights they have acquired to control the flow of water through the 
Snye are such that all flow of water from the Mississippi into the Sn 
could be stopped. io 
If such flow was stopped, the water supply required for the Claimant 
and their properties would be completely shut off, and compensati es 
would have to be awarded on that basis, measured by the cost a 
obtaining a supply from another source. as 
The quantum of compensation to be awarded in such event wo | 
depend upon findings as to the future uses to which the chen 
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(d) 


(e) 


(f) 


(g) 


(h) 


property could be put, particularly in respect of future mining 
operations. 

Determination of such matters would be exceedingly difficult if the 
right of the Claimants to obtain a supply from any source beyond the 
confines of their own properties as they remained after the expropria- 
tion had to be considered. 

In view of the Respondents’ undertaking in respect of supply of water 
and right to the Claimants to install pipe lines, it is unnecessary to 
deal with that particular aspect of the case except as to the cost to 
which the Claimants may be put if a new source of supply must be 
found. If it were necessary to deal with the matter without regard 
to such undertaking then the Finding is as stated in the next subse- 
quent clauses hereof, 

Regardless of the Respondents’ undertakings and assuming a new 
source of supply would have to be found and a pipe line installed, the 
next question to be determined is whether in view of the findings upon 
the probabilities as to future mining operations, there is any likelihood 
that any substantial supply of water will ever be required for the 
Claimants’ purposes or for domestic and sanitary purposes, and, 
if so, when. 

In respect of the foregoing the Finding is that as the likelihood of a 
new water supply being sought and a pipe line installed is now 
problematical and somewhat of a remote possibility, the amount to 
be awarded for loss of or interference with the course of water supply 
cannot be substantial, and could not exceed $25,000. 


The foregoing Finding being made without regard to the Respondents’ 
undertakings, consideration therefore in respect of mitigation of 
damage is deferred to be dealt with under the heading of ‘Respondents’ 
Undertakings.” 


13. Amenity Value of Snye. 


(a) 


(0) 


(c) 


(d) 


(e) 


As the Claimants’ undertaking brought upon their properties a 
resident population dependant upon the mine operations, then the 
Snye possessed an amenity value attaching to the property as it 
afforded an opportunity for boating, swimming and other aquatic 
pursuits. 

If it were possible to find that in future the Claimants’ property 
would attract to it a considerable resident population the amenity 
value of the Snye would have continued to attach. 

The Respondents’ action in damming and thereby shutting off or 
materially reducing the flow of water down the Snye has destroyed 
such amenity value. 

The Claimants are entitled to compensation for such loss, the quantum 
depending on the view taken upon the probabilities of the future uses 
to which the Claimants’ properties will be put, and of any considerable 
population being resident thereon. 

Having regard to the findings in the other branches of this case, the 
amount to be awarded for loss of amenity value of the Snye cannot 
be substantial. 
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14. Ordinary Values. 


(a) 


(b) 


(c) 


(d) 


(e) 


(f) 


: : Sptaa ner} oing 
Apart from elements of special values dealt with in the foregoing 


findings of fact, it is impossible to find that the Claimants’ properties 
had any substantial value. 

The properties not being in an urban or suburban area ee 
any qualities which fit them for agricultural purposes, except en 
for grazing, and presenting in appearance what might be called an : 
of a somewhat wild and rocky nature fairly well covered with urees 
and bush—almost virgin territory—are of little value for ordinary 
purposes when measured in terms of money. 
The foregoing applies equally to practically a 
properties, including the expropriated properties. 
occupied for the mining village may be in a different category, bu 
it is unnecessary to consider that aspect for any purpose of this 
arbitration, except in connection with the Snye water supply and 
amenities. : 

If the Respondents had not come upon the ground, the ordinary 
value of the Claimants’ properties would have been very small, 
certainly not more than a few dollars per acre. 

The Respondents having expropriated portions of their lands, the 
Claimants are entitled to be compensated therefor on a basis requiring 
consideration of every element of value and according to the estab- 
lished principles which prevail when lands are compulsorily acquired. 
It is value to the owner, not the value to the taker, and all present and 
potential uses are to be taken into account and presently valued in 
fixing the compensation. 

After taking all these matters into consideration it is impossible to 
attribute to the Claimants’ lands any great value for ordinary 
purposes. Apart from the special elements, in so far as they create 
a special value, the finding as to compensation to be awarded for the 
lands actually expropriated from the Claimants could not be in 
in excess of $15 per acre. 


not possessing 


ll parts of the Claimants’ 
The portion 
but 


15. Injurious Affection. 


(i) Effect of Expropriation upon Remaining Property: 


(a) 
(0) 
(c) 


(d) 


(e) 


Prior to expropriation the Claimants’ holdings to be treated as an 
entirety covered about 1,500 acres. 

The Respondents having taken about 545 acres have reduced the 
size of the holdings by over one-third. 

The Claimants’ holdings were a property with considerable water 
frontage with riparian rights. The lands remaining to them are 
inland properties without riparian rights. 

The Claimants had a property through which a railway crossing turns 
affording possibility of railway facilities for any commercial or indus- 
trial purposes to which the property might be put. Direct acce 
from the remaining holdings to the railway has been cut off x 
In some other aspects the expropriation has changed the characeey 


of the Claimants’ holdings. So far as they a 
are dealt with elsewhere. a es hey, 
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(f) If findings in other branches had been different, the contraction of 


the holdings, the loss of acreage, riparian rights, access to water, etc., 
would have prejudicially affected the value of the remaining holdings 
for mining, industrial and summer resort purposes. 


(ui) Extent of Monetary Depreciation from Injurious Affection: 


(a) The findings being what they are in respect of mining, industrial, 


summer resort and other purposes, no amount can be allowed in 
these respects for injurious affection except as to the Marshall's Bay 
property, Parcel 9, from summer resort standpoint. 


(6) No depreciation in ordinary values of the remaining lands arises from 


the expropriation or the exercise by the Respondents of their powers 
except as hereinafter stated. 


(c) The remaining lands are injuriously affected by loss of access to water 


and of riparian rights, the quantum of damage not being substantial. 


(d) Loss of direct access to railway facilities gives little, if any, loss 


which can be measured in money. 


(e) Evidence as to the extent of the depreciation in value of the remaining 


lands is somewhat indefinite, and at best only surmise. It is possible, 
however, from the evidence to arrive at an estimate or measure upon 
which to base the amount to be awarded which under all the 
circumstances is unsubstantial. 


16. Summation of Findings of Fact. 
the ? 


2 


Oo 


1 


ee 


oy, 


0. 


The Claimants’ enterprise has been a financial failure and chances 
of success in the future are very remote. 

The Kingdon Lead Mine has not on the whole contained lead in 
sufficient quantities to make operation profitable. The lead content 
has reduced in the lateral and vertical extensions of the workings, 
and the indications suggest that the mine is petering out. 

There is no evidence upon which it is possible to justify a finding that 
(a) minerals in quantity are to be found under the expropriated 
lands or adjacent thereto, (0) that such mineralization is galena, or 
(c) if minerals (galena) are present, that they are present in such 
quantities that they could be profitably mined. Therefore no 
compensation is to be allowed in respect thereof. 

No summer resort values attached to the property, except to a 
limited extent in respect of the Marshall’s Bay property, for which 
some compensation is to be allowed. 

The property did not possess any value for industrial sites purposes. 
The property was unsuited to agricultural pursuits. 

The Respondents expropriated a quantity of standing timber not of 
great value, but for which compensation is to be allowed. 

The property remaining to the Claimants having been cut off from 
access to water and riparian rights being lost, compensation is to be 
allowed therefor. 

The Ottawa is a navigable river, and is navigable opposite the 
Claimants’ property fronting thereon. 
The Claimants did not possess any rights in respect of a potential 
power development and their property had no value attaching to it 
on that account, or as a suitable site for location thereon of a power 
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peas : s a site whereon 
dam, except that Parcel “A” did have some value as a site 


to rest the end of the Respondents’ power dam. 
11. The expropriated property did, however, have 
basin purposes, and was taken for such purpose, 4 
be taken into account in awarding Compensation. is 
12. As the Finding is that no compensation can be allowed for ae 
minerals and mining rights, then no allowance can be ve a zs 
damages which might be occasioned from mine flooding by in ne a 
from the areas flooded by the water levels in Chats Lake being raised. 
13. The damming of the Snye will interfere with the source of the 
Claimants’ water supply for which compensation 1s to be awarded. 
14. And also the damming of the Snye deprives the Claimants’ property 
of an amenity value which attached, for which compensation Is to 
be awarded. 
Injurious affection to the Claimants’ remaining lands resulting from 
the expropriation and the exercise by the Respondents of their powers 
is confined to Marshall’s Bay property, loss of access to water, loss 
of riparian rights, and the compensation to be awarded is unsub- 
stantial. 


a value for storage- 
nd such value is to 


— 
OV 


17. Respondents’ Undertaking to Mitigate Damages. 


Access to Water: 


(a) The undertaking tends to mitigate damages, but does not remove 
them altogether. 

(b) A proprietary right of access to water and in other riparian matters 
being more valuable than rights obtained by grant operating over the 
property of another person, it is proper to award some compensation, 
notwithstanding the undertaking, and in addition to the same being 
carried out. 

(c) The amount which would have been awarded if no undertaking had 
been filed would not, in view of the general findings, have been 
substantially more than the amount to be awarded. 


The final and amended claim of the Claimants as filed is divided into 
Paragraphs I, II, Ill, IV. 

As to Paragraph I (1) being a claim for the taking of the surface rights of 
the expropriated land, namety, 544.84 acres at $50.00 an acre, we would allow 
to the Claimants the full amount asked therefor, $27,242.00. 

As to Paragraph I (2) being a claim for the loss of other rights reserved 
thereon, we make no allowance save and except an extra allowance of $150.00 
an acre for 3.04 acres used as the location for Respondents’ dam, $456.00. 

Paragraph I (3) is a claim of $40,000.00 for the loss of timber on the expro- 
priated property. The timber on this land, excluding the white pine ‘was 
variously estimated by the witnesses. Mr. Rose, called by the Claimants peated 
that he had gone over the property very carefully and that in his opinion the 
timber on the stump was worth $15,200.00, while Mr. McKague, called by the 
Respondents, estimated the value of the timber at $2,658.41, and Mr. Lunam 
another Hydro witness, fixed the value at $2,435.80. We feel that A fair aad 


reasonable amount to allow the Claimants for the said ti i 
and we so award. id timber is $8,000.00, 
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. Paragraph II (1): Parcel 9 of the land expropriated is better known as the 
Marshall’s Bay property, and consists of 79.4 acres. This is rather superior to 
the balance of the land taken and is referred to as suitable for summer resort 
Purposes. For this parcel we would allow $200.00 an acre, or an additional 
$11,910.00 over and above the amount already set out. 

Paragraph II (2): No allowance is made for the claim herein set out, being 
loss of extra value of Parcels 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8 as bordering on the water 
as this is all taken into consideration when fixing the price of the land taken AS 
$50.60 an acre. 

Paragraph II (1), (3): The taking of the Claimants’ lands along the water 
front undoubtedly reduces. the value of the remaining property owned by The 
Kingdon Mining, Smelting and Manufacturing Company, whether that remaining 
land is mineralized or otherwise, and while the offer of the Hydro-Electric Power 
Commission of Ontario, as set out in Exhibit 1516, confers a certain right or 
easement over the expropriated land to the water’s edge, this is not the same as 
goes with the actual ownership, and we fix the damages occasioned thereby at 
$5,000.00, in addition to the concession granted by Exhibit 151. 

Paragraph II (4), (5): We find from the evidence that the Ottawa River is 
a navigable river. We cannot see that the land in question is especially suited 
for the erection of a dam across the river as suggested, even if the Claimants had 
authority to construct such a work. The property is not specially adapted for 
an industrial site, but for any riparian rights attaching to the expropriated lands, 
we allow the sum of $5,000.00, and this sum would remain the same whether the 
Ottawa River is held to be a navigable or a non-navigable stream. 


Paragraph III (1), (2), (3): Much evidence was offered as to the mineral 
deposits on the land expropriated, but apart from the fact that the said land 
was located in proximity to The Kingdon Lead Mine on Chats Island, there was 
no definite evidence to establish that there was any mineral on, in or under the 
said expropriated property, and certainly none to even suggest the presence of 
lead that could be profitably mined, and as heretofore set out The Kingdon 
Mine as worked for the past ten or twelve years does not appear, from the 
documents filed, to have been a profitable undertaking. 

Dr. Eve and Dr. Keyes, called by the Company, would not say that they 
had found any indications that would warrant the expenditure of money to 
explore this land. The furthest Dr. Eve would go was to say that he had located 
some so-called Hot Spots—one just at the edge of the land taken—and that 
while he would not advise expending money investigating he would say: “If 
you are going to investigate or explore, here (meaning a Hot Spot) would, in 
my opinion, be the best place to try first.” 

Mr. Lundberg, an expert geophysist, called by the Hydro-Electric Power 
Commission of Ontario, on the other hand stated definitely that there is no 
mineral on the expropriated land that could be worked with profit. This also 
applies to the land lying within a distance of 1,000 feet of the expropriated area, 
and for which a large claim is made for damages due to infiltration. The theory 
is advanced that owing to the cracks and fissures in the whole island the flooding 

“of the expropriated land will cause water in large quantities to filter or percolate 
through, thereby making the working of the land as mining land very much more 
difficult. That water now flows into the present working of the mine is admitted, 
but whether the water comes from the nearby river, or from the surface, or from 
the natural drainage of the soil, is only conjecture. If, therefore, the land taken 
by the Respondents is not mineralized, or if it is not so mineralized as to be profit- 
ably worked, no extra allowance could be made for that part of the claim, and if 
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there is not sufficient evidence to warrant us in saying that, due to Loe 
otherwise, the raising of the level of the water would injuriously ee a 
adjoining lands, we could not consider any extra allowance for in 
Therefore as to Paragraph III (1), (2), (3), we make no allowance. 


Paragraph IV (1), (2): To raise the water on Chats Lake the Hyd 
Power Commission of Ontario found it necessary to build a dam across the mou 
of the Snye, and may thereby entirely cut off the flow of the water therein. 
From this stream The Kingdon Mining, Smelting and Manufacturing Company 
received its water supply, and the action of the Respondents in this respect, no 
doubt, very seriously affected the Claimant Company. 


The damages claimed amount to $100,000.00, and for the purpose of eae 
this claim either in whole or in part the Respondents filed with the Board, under 
Section 37 of “The Public Works Act,” the following offer: 


UNDERTAKING 
BY 
Tue Hypro-ELectric PowER COMMISSION OF ONTARIO 


Under authority conferred by ‘““The Power Commission Act,”’ being R.S.O. 1927, 
Cap. 57, and amendments thereto, and “The Ontario Public Works Act,” 
being R.S.O. 1927, Cap. 52, and amendments thereto, and other Acts 
applicable, and in the matter of the claim by The Kingdon Mining, Smelting 
and Manufacturing Company, Limited. 

1. The Hydro-Electric Power Commission of Ontario hereby undertakes 
so to alter or add to its works or dams on the Mississippi River, Mississippi Snye 
as to permit the passage through the Mississippi Snye of sufficient water to supply 
the requirements, when in operation, of the mine, mill, smelter and/or industrial 
plant of The Kingdon Mining, Smelting and Manufacturing Company, Limited, 
as at present existing or as the same may be hereafter extended or added to, and 
sufficient to supply the requirements for domestic and sanitary purposes of the 
said Company and of its employees from time to time working or residing upon 
Chats Island in the Township of Fitzroy in the County of Carleton, the amount 
of water so to be made available in the said Snye to be determined from time to 
time by the amount of water the Company may desire to pump, and shall pump, 
for such requirements, but not to be less than 4,000 gallons per minute when the 
said mine, mill, smelter and/or industrial plant or any of them is in operation 
nor less than 1,500 gallons per minute at any other time. 


2. The Commission further undertakes, should additional water be required 
to prevent a nuisance arising in pools of the said Snye adjacent to the Company’s 
property, to permit to flow through the said Snye from time to time past the 
Company's lands such additional quantities of water as will prevent such nuisance 
arising. If any differences of opinion arise between the Company and the | 
Commission as to the amount of water necessary for such purpose, the Commis- 
sion undertakes to abide by the decision of the Department of Health of Ontario 
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3. The foregoing undertakings shall be binding upon the Commission, its 
successors and assigns, and shall enure to the benefit of the successors and assigns 
of The Kingdon Mining, Smelting and Manufacturing Company, Limited. 

Dated the 18th day of February, 1933. 


HypRro-ELEctrRIc POWER COMMISSION OF ONTARIO. 
; C. ALFRED MAGUIRE, 
Witness: Vice-Chairman. 
Haroip A. C. BREULE. W. W. Pore, 
Secretary. 


(Seal) 


Is the above such an offer as is contemplated by the Section of ‘“‘The Public 
Works Act’? It will be seen that the suggested alteration is not in itself sufficient 
to provide the supply of water mentioned, but that this supply is regulated from 
time to time by other means than the suggested alteration. We find that the 
said proposition is not such an alteration as is contemplated by Section 37 of 
yale Public Works Act,”’ being Chap. 52, R.S.O. 1927, and we assess the damages 
in connection with the dewatering of the Snye at $25,000.00. If in this we are 
in error, and if in another tribunal it is held that the said offer filed by the Re- 
spondents, The Hydro-Electric Power Commission of Ontario, is within Section 37 
of the said ‘The Public Works Act,” then in view of such undertaking by the 
Respondents, we fix the damages payable to the said Claimants, in addition to 
the carrying out of the said undertaking, at $10,000.00. 

For the loss of other advantages attaching to the Claimants’ property we 
would allow $1,000.00. 

We therefore award to the Claimants in respect of their claim as filed, and 
order and direct that the Respondents, The Hydro-Electric Power Commission 
of Ontario, shall pay to the said Claimants, The Kingdon Mining, Smelting and 
Manufacturing Company, in full of the claim as above set out the sum of 
$88,368.00 and interest ,(or in the alternative as hereafter set out $73,368.00 
and interest) made up as follows: 


Paragraph I (1): Value of land expropriated as such.............. $27,242.00 
Paragraph I (2): Claim for loss of rights reserved, 3.04 acres....... 456.00 
“Pemeeanayoll Ge) Wale Ol WleN Se, .bicigo wa edadocacodehooeedoneonc 8,000.00 


Paragraph II (1), (2): Additional value of 79.4 acres of land known as 

Marshall’s Bay property, $150.00 per acre extra.............. 11,910.00 
Paragraph II (2) and (3): Damages to Parcels 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8 

through loss of access to water (in addition to rights granted in 


IEBSelttad tes SLO) eee ac ea cope eA CAN ORE RY ACh ath cn ah poar at to oop 5,000.00 
Paragraph II (4), (5): Claim for riparian rights, etc............... 5,000.00 
Paragraph III (1), (2), (3): Claim for loss of minerals and damages : 

[Bay ilowWlinies, ousca@s nev aeeaeet ong clcadsnongbgdiddodnoucecunan Nil 


Paragraph IV (1) and (2): Damages for the dewatering of the Snye, 
not allowing any reduction in claim by reason of the offer made 


by the Hydro-Electric Power Commission of Ontario.......... 25,000.00 
Horst eulasstotothemacivamtacec 0. tipi ee rin Mayet era cart 1,000.00 
$83,608.00 


OR 
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If the offer made by. The Hydro-Electric Power Commission of 
Ontario to reduce the damages claimed under Paragraph IV (1) 
and (2), is to be considered, then the damages so allowed are to 
be reduced by $15,000.00, making the full claim, in addition to 568 608100 
UNG Camnnyine OME Oi SENG! OWI s 5 co ona cosas oo vues esau adso DO. 05, : 


In addition thereto there shall be added for forcible taking 10 per cent. a 
the value of the land and timber, $4,760.00, making a total award of ee 
(or, in the alternative, if the offer of the Respondents as to the Snye is to - 
considered, $73,368.00), and interest on the full amount of said award OE the 
rate of 5 per cent. per annum from the 23rd day of July, 1931, the date of expro- 
priation, until payment. 


We therefore order and direct that the said Respondents shall pay to the 
Claimants the sum of $88,368.00 (or, in the alternative, as above set out 
$73,368.00), in full of all claim that the said The Kingdon Mining, Smelting and 
Manufacturing Company has against them in respect of any of the matters 
claimed herein, and interest thereon as above mentioned. 


We further direct that the said Hydro-Electric Power Commission of 
Ontario shall pay the costs of the Arbitrators. 


We further order and direct that the said Respondents shall pay to the 
Claimants their costs herein, as taxed on the scale of the Supreme Court of 
Ontario by the Taxing Officer at Osgoode Hall, Toronto. 


There appears to have been a second expropriation made by the Respondents 
in that they desired to make an examination of the Claimants’ properties and 
expropriated the right to pass in and out on the properties for that purpose. 
This expropriation having taken place subsequent to the reference made it is 
questionable if we either as a Municipal Board or as Arbitrators have anything 
to do with the matter. 


However, at page 4861 of the evidence there appears to be an admission on 
the part of Mr. Bristol as acting for the Respondents to this effect: 


Tam willing to admit, and my friend accepts, that The Kingdon Mining, 
Smelting and Manufacturing Company has been put to costs and expenses, 
including legal costs, of $500.00, and I am admitting the $500.00, but I am not 
admitting that they are entitled to be awarded that as compensation.” * 


Referring to this suggestion Mr. Mason for the Kingdon Mining, Smelting 
and Manufacturing Company says: 
~My friend and I discussed it and I think the amount involved would be 
probably over what my friend suggested, but I think if it were noted that $500.00 
be taken as the amount it would be satisfactory.” 


From this discussion we presume that the Payment of $500.00 by th 
Respondents to the Claimants in connection with the expropriation lastl oe i 
to has been agreed upon, and that this Board is not asked to pass ae ae 
the other on the question, no evidence havin : 2 ON 

: D g been submitt : 
therewith. ; ed in connection 


In witness whereof the members of The Ontario Munici 
their hands and affixed the seal of the said Board, aa ee oe 
; arles R, 
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McKeown, James A. Ellis and Herbert L. Cummings as Arbitrators have signed 
this award this 14th day of March, A.D. 1933. 


(Sgd.) C. R. McKeown, 
Chairman. 


(Gad) jay Ave Ewrisy 
Vice-Chairman. 


(Seal) 
(Sgd.) HERBERT L. CUMMINGs, 
Commissioner. 
(Sgd.) C. R. McKeown, (Seal) 
Witness: Geds) apenas ea vris: (Seal) 
(Ggd.)) H.€. SMALL. (Sgd.) HERBERT L. Cummincs. (Seal) 
Arbitrators. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4310 


In the matter of the Petition of The American Cyanamid Company, and 
others, under Section 20 of ‘“The Municipal Act,” for annexation to the City of 
Niagara Falls of part of the Township of Stamford. 

February 16th. Subpoena taken out by Messrs. Long & Daly, Agents for 
Solicitors for the Township of Stamford. 

Mar. 11th. Hearing 10.30 A.M. to, 12.40 p.M.. Board’s Chambers. 

Hearing concluded. Judgment reserved. 

May 5th. Order. (No other judgment issued.) 

May 26th. Rehearing, pursuant to arrangement, 10.30 A.m., 10.40 A.M. to 
12.10 p.m. Adjourned to 10.30 a.m., May 31st, 1933. ‘If time for appeal allows, 
application for stated case will be heard by the Board at 10.30 a.m., June 20th, 
1933. (See Reporter's Notes.) 

May 31st. Hearing continued, 10.30 A.M. to 12 mp. Application for stated 
case dismissed. 

June 10th. Motion by County of Welland and Township of Stamford for 
leave to appeal, dismissed. (1933. See O.W.N., 470.) 

October 14th. Motion for approval of security on appeal to Privy Council 
dismissed. (1933, O.W.N., 657.) 


May 5th, 1933. 
ORDER 


Upon the application of the said Petitioners, being the majority of the 
assessed owners of properties in that part of the Township of Stamford proposed 
to be annexed, upon reading the said Petition, and the Declarations of William 
John McBurney of the said City of Niagara Falls, John Te Harriman of the said 
City of Niagara Falls, and Fred Campbell McBurney of the said City of Niagara 
Falls, duly filed, and the Resolution of the Council of the Corporation of the 
said City of Niagara Falls, declaring that it is expedient that the said properties 
herejnafter more fully described, shall become annexed to the said City of 
Niagara Falls. 

The Board orders and directs that all and singular that certain parcel or 
tract of land and premises situate, lying and being in the Township of Stamford, 
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County of Welland, Province of Ontario, and being composed of part ee 
Lots Fifty-nine (59), Seventy-four (74), and Seventy-six (76), part a ene 
road allowance between said Lots 74 and 76, all of the original roa = Cae 
between Lots Seventy-seven (77) and Seventy-six (76) and part of t me cae 
ford allowance between Lots 73 and 74, which said lands are more particularly — 
described as follows: 


Commencing at a stone monument at the northeast angle of Township 
Lot No. Ninety (90); thence south 88 degrees and four minutes east aci oe 
Stanley Street and along the southerly limit of Township Lot No. 10 a tota 
distance of 2,799.5 feet to the westerly limit of the right-of-way of the Michigan 
Central Railway Company, formerly the Erie and Niagara Railway, oe 
north 31 degrees and 27 minutes west in the westerly limit of the said right-ol-way 
WAS) feet; thence north 28 degrees 19 minutes west contunuing in the westerly 
limit of said right-of-way 143.5 feet; thence north 23 degrees 47 minutes west 
continuing in the westerly limit of said right-of-way 180.3 feet; thence north 18 
degrees 30 minutes 30 seconds west continuing in the westerly limit of said 
Michigan Central Railway 2,190.46 feet; thence south 71 degrees 29 minutes 
30 seconds west seven feet to the southerly limit of the eighty-foot right-of-way 
of the Canadian National Wabash Railway old main line; thence northerly and 
westerly in the said southerly limit of the said Canadian National Wabash Rail- 
way, old main line, on a curve to the left having a radius of 1,878.7 feet, a total 
distance of 1,369.1 feet to the easterly limit of the right-of-way of the Queenston 
to Chippawa Power Canal of the Hydro-Electric Power Commission of Ontario 
which limit is parallel to the centre line of said power canal and at a distance of 
200 feet measured southeasterly in a direction at right angles to said centre line; 
thence south 28 degrees 15 minutes and 30 seconds west along the easterly limit 
of the said power canal right-of-way 1,794.9 feet to and across the original road 
allowance between Township Lots 73 and 74 to the westerly limit of said road 
allowance; thence south 0 degrees 24 minutes and 30 seconds west in the westerly 
limit of said road allowance 197.18 feet to the southeasterly angle of Township 
Lot No. 73; thence south 1 degree 16 minutes and 15 seconds west 65 feet to the 
northeast angle of Township Lot No. 77; thence south 0 degrees 40 minutes 
and 15 seconds west along the westerly limit of Stanley Street 1,334.6 feet to the 
place of beginning, containing by admeasurement 139.69 acres, be and the same 
is hereby annexed to the Corporation of the City of Niagara Falls as of the 31st 
day of December, 1933, upon the terms and conditions as to the adjustment of 
a and liabilities, taxation, assessments, improvements or otherwise, as 

ollows: 


(a) That all taxes imposed by the Township of Stamford on the said annexed 
lands for the year 1933, and any or all arrears of taxes on said lands, if any, shall 
belong to the said Township of Stamford, and may be collected as provided by 
“The Municipal Act’’ or ‘‘The Assessment Act.’’ 


(b) That the school debenture indebtedness chargeable against the said lands 
in respect of any school section in the Township of Stamford for which debentures 
have been issued, and for which previous to this annexation the lands herein 
were liable, shall be paid by the City of Niagara Falls to the Township of Stam- 
ford from time to time according to the tenor of the existing debentures in that 
behalf based on the township assessment for the year 1933 as finally revised and 
the City of Niagara Falls shall be entitled to collect from the said annexed ape 
ties any taxes payable by the said City of Niagara Falls to the Township of 
Stamford in connection with the said school debenture indebtedness, ns 
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(c) In the adjustment of the assets and the liabilities as between the Town- 
ship of Stamford and the City of Niagara Falls, such adjustment shall be based 
upon the township assessment for the year 1933 as finally revised, and the 
township assessment of the lands annexed for the year 1933. 

(d) Notwithstanding anything hereinbefore contained all adjustments pur- 
suant to the provisions of Section 38 of ‘“‘The Municipal Act” shall be made as 
of the 31st day of December, 1933. 


(Sgd.) C. R. McKzEown, 
Chairman. 


(Seal) 
(Ggds)) J. yA. Eris; 


Vice-Chiarman. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4351 


Application by the City of Toronto, under Section 398, Subsection (2b) of 
“The Municipal Act,” for approval of its By-law No. 13750, repealing its 
Restricted Area By-law No. 12604 in so far as it prevents the erection of rink- 
building on lands of Upper Canada College on south side of Kilbarry Road. 

January 9th. Hearing continued, 10.30 a.m. Adjourned (at request of 
Parties) to 10.30 a.M., January 19th, 1933, at the Board’s Chambers. 

January 19th. Hearing continued, 10.30 to 10.40 a.m. Adjourned at 
request of Counsel to February 20th, 1933, at 10.30 a.m. 

February 20th. Hearing continued, 10.30 to 10.50 a.m. Application 
withdrawn. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4399 


In the matter of Section 77a of “The Highway Improvement Act,” and 

In the matter of the Claim of Thomas J. Mahony and Edward J. Mahony, 
against the Department of Public Highways of Ontario for compensation in 
respect of the expropriation of part of Lot Number 27, Concession I, in the 
Township of Saltfleet, in the County of Wentworth. 

January 9th. Approved draft Award filed. 

January 11th. Award issued. 


AWARD 


To ALL TO WHOM THESE PRESENTS SHALL COME: 
The Ontario Municipal Board sends greeting. 


The Department of Public Highways of Ontario having expropriated a part 
of Lot No. 27, Concession I, in the Township of Saltfleet, in the County of 
Wentworth, and pursuant to the Statute in that behalf, the Claimants having 
applied to The Ontario Municipal Board to fix the compensation to be paid in 
connection therewith, the said Board sat on Monday and Tuesday, the 12th 
and 13th days of December, 1932, for the purpose of receiving evidence and 
hearing argument in connection with the said Claim. : 

The Board having fully gone into the matter has decided that the enuyoualt 
of compensation to be paid by the Department of Public Highways to the said 
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rty taken and for injurious affection, 
in connection with this Daas 
aking, the sum of Two Thousan 


Claimants in full for their claim for prope 
and for every claim the ees nee : 
i ing any claim for interest and forcible tak Xe = 
sndieve Hundred Dollars ($2,500.00) and that in adgron es a \ 
ment of Public Highways of Ontario shall pay to the oenoo eir COs 
this application fixed at Two Hundred and Fifty Dollars ($250. Cae eee 
In witness whereof the Chairman and Commissioner of The ae eee 
cipal Board have hereunto set their hands and have caused to be affixed the ae 
of the Board this Eleventh day of January, 1933, at the City of Toronto, in 


Province of Ontario. (Sed.) C. R. McKnowy, 


Chairman. 


] 
Te (Sgd.) H. L. CuMMINGs, 
Commussioner. 
PROCEDURE FILE A-4400 
BETWEEN: 
The Dominion Natural Gas Company, Ltd., 
Appellant, 


—and— 


The Corporation of the Township of Walpole, 
Respondent. 
(Assessment Appeal—Property, $163,300:00; Income, $93,800.00) 


March 20th. Hearing, 9.20 a.m., Court House, Hamilton. Judgment 
viva voce fixing assessment of land at $163,300.00 and income at $61,500. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4401 
BETWEEN: 


The Dominion Natural Gas Company, Ltd., 


Appellant, 
—and— 


The Corporation of the Township of Oneida, 


Respondent. 
(Assessment Appeal—Property, $73,000.00; Income, $18,250.00) 


March 20th. Hearing, 9.20 a.m., Court House, Hamilton. Judgment viva 
voce fixing assessment on land at $55,000.00 and income at $6,200.00. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4420a 


In the matter of the application of the Roman Catholic Separate School 
Board of the City of Windsor, under Part VI of “The Ontario Municipal Board 
Act, 1932,” for the exercise by the Board of its jurisdiction thereunder. 

June 23rd. Hearing, Court House, Town of Sandwich. Orde 
Supervisors of the City of Windsor to carry on. 

July 7th. Order issued. 


der made, - 
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June 23rd, 1933. 
ORDER 


Upon the application of the Board of Trustees of the Roman Catholic 
Separate Schools for the City of Windsor heard this day at the Court House, in 
the Town of Sandwich, in the County of Essex, for an Order under Part VI of 
“The Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932,” vesting in Supervisors control and 
charge over the administration of all of the affairs of the said Board, and to 
declare that it shall be subject to the provisions of said Part VI of the Act, and 
upon enquiry it appearing that the said Board has failed to meet and pay its 
debenture indebtedness and other obligations as the same became due and after 
payment thereof had been duly demanded, and it also appearing that the default 
in payment has been occasioned from financial difficulties affecting the said Board, 
and that it is so financially involved and embarrassed in meeting its obligations 
that further defaults herein may ensue, 

This Board doth order that the administration of all of the affairs of the 
Board of Trustees of the Roman Catholic Separate Schools for the City of 
Windsor, as in Part VI of ‘‘The Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932,” is provided 
be, and the same is hereby vested in a Committee of Supervisors to be known as 
“The Supervisors of the Board of Trustees of the Roman Catholic Separate 
Schools for the City of Windsor,” and hereafter and until this Board shall other- 
wise determine and order doth further order and declare that the said Board 
shall be subject to the provisions of Part VI of “The Ontario Municipal Board 
Act, 1932.” 

This Board doth further order that notice that the said Board of Trustees 
of the Roman Catholic Separate Schools for the City of Windsor has become 
subject to the provisions of Part VI of ‘“The Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932,” 
shall be given in The Ontario Gazette, and in The Border Cities Star, a newspaper 
published in the City of Windsor, in the County of Essex, and in The Financial 
Post, a newspaper published in the City of Toronto in the County of York, by 
publishing therein a notice once a week for three weeks in the form following, 
namely: 

“THE ONTARIO MUNICIPAL BOARD 


“Notice is hereby given that the Board of Trustees of The Roman Catholic 
Separate Schools for the City of Windsor has become subject to the provisions 
of Part VI of ‘The Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932,’ by an Order of The 
Ontario Municipal Board bearing date the 23rd day of June, 1933, and from and 
after the first publication of this notice in The Ontario Gazette all actions or pro- 
ceedings against the said Board are stayed and thereafter no action or other 
proceeding against the said Board shall be commenced or continued nor shall a 
levy be made under a Writ of Execution against it without leave of The Ontario 
Municipal Board. 

“Dated this 23rd day of June, A.D. 1933. 

a leligen Geet SNTAUE IZ, 


“Secretary of The Ontario Municipal Board.” 


And it is further ordered that the Supervisors of the City of Windsor shall 
and the same are hereby appointed to act as “The Supervisors of the Board of 
Trustees of the Roman Catholic Separate Schools for the City of Windsor. 

(Sgd.) C. R. McKeown, 
(Seal) : Chairman. 


Jo. 24 
68 THE REPORT OF THE No 


PROCEDURE Fite A-4444 

98 of “The Municipal 
to private residences, 
Avenue and 


Application by the City of Toronto, under Section 3 
Act,” for approval of its By-law No. 13771, restricung, 
portions of Clendenan Avenue, Glendonwynne Road, Quebec 
Evelyn Crescent. : Ne 

January 9th. Hearing, 10.30 a.m. Adjourned at request of Parties to 
10.30 A.M., January 19th, at Board’s Chambers. 

January 19th. Hearing continued, 10.30 to 10.40 A.M. 
request of Counsel to January 30th, 1933, at 10.30 A.M. Bes 

January 30th. Hearing continued, 10.30 to 10.35 alll Fe 
granted. By-law 13771 approved as amended by By-law 13832. Applicant's 
Solicitor to draft Order. 

February 7th. Draft Order filed. 

February 7th. Order issued. 


Adjourned ta 


January 30th, 1933. 
ORDER 


The application of the Corporation of the City of Toronto, pursuant to 
Section 398 of ‘The Municipal Act,” being R.S.O. 1927, Chapter 233, for approval 
of its By-law Number 13771, having come on for hearing by appointment before 
this Board on Monday, the 9th day of January, 1933, in the presence of a number 
of property owners affected, and having been adjourned until Thursday, the 
19th January, 1933, when, upon reading the said By-law and the other material 
filed, in the presence of Counsel for the Applicant and a number of property 
owners affected or their Counsel, and it appearing that there were certain objec- 
tions to the said By-law, the said application was further adjourned until this 
day, and the same having come on this day for hearing, 

The Board orders, under and in pursuance of Section 398 of ‘‘The Municipal 
Act,” being R.S.O. 1927, Chapter 233, that By-law No. 13771, being intituled 
“No. 13771, A By-law to prohibit the use of land or the erection or use of buildings 
for any other purpose than that of a private residence on land abutting on portions 
of Clendenan Avenue, Glendonwynne Road, Quebec Avenue and Evelyn Cres- 
cent,’ as amended by By-law No. 13832, being intituled ‘‘No. 13832, A By-law 
to amend By-law No. 13771 prohibiting the use of land or the erection or use of 
buildings for any other purpose than that of a private residence on land abutting 
on portions of Clendenan Avenue, Glendonwynne Road, Quebec Avenue and 
Evelyn Crescent,” and the said By-law No. 13832, be and the same are hereby 
approved. 

(Sgd.) C. R. McKgEown, 
(Seal) Chairman. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4456 


In the matter of the application of the Corporation of the City of Ottawa, 
under Section 8 of ‘‘The Local Improvement Act,” as re-enacted by Section 2 of 
“The Local Improvement Amendment Act, 1932,” for approval of the under- 
taking of the construction of certain Local Improvements: Sidewalk on Arlington 
Avenue; Pavement on Albert Street, and Sidewalk on Helena Street and Guigues 
Avenue, and 
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In the matter of the objections of Andrew McArthur, e/ al, to the Arlington 
Avenue Local Improvement, and 

In the matter of the objections of the Estate of Morley Donaldson and others 
to the Albert Street Local Improvement. 

January 10th. Draft Order re Arlington Avenue Work filed. 

January 14th. Draft Order ve Albert Street Work filed. 
tay 3ist. Orders ve Arlington Avenue Work and Albert Street Work 
issued. 


December 23rd, 1932. 
ORDER 


(Re Arlington Avenue Local Improvement) 

The application of the Corporation of the City of Ottawa, under Subsection 
(3) of Section 8 of ‘The Local Improvement Act,” as re-enacted by Section 2 of 
“The Local Improvement Amendment Act, 1932,” for the approval of the Board 
of the undertaking of the construction of a 5-foot concrete sidewalk on the north 
side of Arlington Avenue, from a point 60 feet west of Bank Street to a point 
147 feet west of Bank Street, in the City of Ottawa, as a local improvement as 
provided by Local Improvement Report Number 671-C of the said Corporation, 
having come on to be heard, pursuant to appointment, at a special sittings held 
at the City of Ottawa on the 23rd day of December, 1932, before Mr. Vice- 
Chairman Ellis, duly authorized under Section 17 of ‘““The Ontario Municipal 
Board Act, 1932,” in the presence of the objector (Mrs. Emma M. Veale), the 
City Engineer and Counsel for the City Corporation, upon hearing read the said 
Local Improvement Report and the Notice of Intention to apply to the Board 
for approval of the said work, which had been published as provided by Sub- 
section (3) of Section 8 of ‘“The Local Improvement Act,” and upon hearing 
what was said both in opposition to and in favour of the undertaking of said work 
and the passing of a By-law therefor, and Mr. Vice-Chairman Ellis having reported 
to the Board, and the Board having adopted such report as the basis of this Order, 

1. The Board orders that the undertaking by the said Corporation of the 
said work and the paseing of a By-law therefor be and the same are hereby 
approved. 

2. The Board directs that its fee for the said Sittings be fixed at the sum of 
$10.00 to be paid by the said Corporation in Law Stamps to be affixed to this 
Order. 

(Sgd.) C. R. McKEown, 
(Seal) Chairman. 


December 27th, 1932. 
ORDER 


(Re Albert Street Local Improvement) 


The application of the Corporation of the City of Ottawa, under Subsection 
(3) of Section 8 of ‘“The Local Improvement Act,” as re-enacted by Section 2 of 
“The Local Improvement Amendment Act, 1932,” for the approval of the Board 
of the undertaking of the construction of an asphalt pavement on Albert Street, 
from Bank Street to Commissioner Street, in the City of Ottawa, as a local 
improvement as provided by Local Improvement Report Number 672-C of the 
said Corporation, having come on to be heard, pursuant to appointment, at a 
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er, A.D. 
special sittings held at the City of Ottawa on the 32rd day et eae 17 of 
1932, before Mr. Vice-Chairman Ellis, duly authorized un o Eo pene 
“The Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932,” in the presence of the aa fe cette 
Counsel for the objectors and for the City Corporation, upon fa ae ae 
Local Improvement Report and the Notice of Intention to apply se cea 
for approval of the said work, which had been published as ae cg eee 
section (3) of Section 8 of ‘“‘The Local Improvement Act,” an nae ; me 
what was said both in opposition to and in favour of the underta ing a a 
said work and the passing of a By-law therefor, and of the distribution a 
cost thereof as set forth in the said Local Improvement Report, and Mr. Ro 
Chairman Ellis having reported to the Board, and the Board having adopte 
such report as the basis of this Order, : ; 

1. The Board orders that the undertaking by the said Corporation of the 
said work and the passing of a By-law therefor be and the same are hereby 
approved. 

2. The Board orders and directs that the whole cost of all culverts, catch 
basins and other works provided for surface drainage in connection with the said 
work shall be borne and paid by the said Corporation, and that of the remainder 
of the cost of the said work, sixty (60) per centum (in which percentage shall be 
included that part of the cost thereof which the said Corporation is by the 
provisions of ‘‘The Local Improvement Act’’ required to pay, with the exception 
of the cost of drainage as hereinbefore provided), shall be borne and paid by the 
said Corporation and forty (40) per centum of the cost thereof shall be assessed 
against abutting properties in accordance with the provisions of ‘“‘The Local 
Improvement Act.” 

3. The Board directs that its fee for the said sittings be fixed at the sum of 
Ten dollars ($10.00) to be paid by the said Corporation in Law Stamps to be 
affixed to this Order. 

(Sged.) C. R. McKeown, 
(Seal) Chairman. 
PROCEDURE FILE A-4500 


BETWEEN: 
347 Bay Street Corporation, Limited, 
Appellant, | 
—and— 
The Corporation of the City of Toronto, 
- Respondent. 
(Assessment Appeal—Land and Buildings, $496,333.00) : 


January 13th. Notice of Appeal filed. 


May 2nd. Hearing, 10.30 A.M., 11.35 to 11.40.a.m. Adi 
inst., at 10.30 a.m. ye 


May 3rd. Appeal withdrawn. (See letter of M 2 
Appellant’s Solicitors.) ere oe 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4458 


In the matter of Section 77a of “The Highway 
amendments thereto, and 
In the matter of the claim of Mary Jean Warwood aga; 
t gainst th 
of (Public) Highways in respect to lands expropriated, etc., due une 
extension of Avenue Road, and being composed of Lots 1086, 1086 1328, 1329 


Improvement Act,”’ and 
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south side Bedford Park Avenue, Plan M. 108, L.T.O. (southwest corner Bedford 
Park Avenue and Avenue Road, and being known as 333 Bedford Park Avenue), 
Township of North York, County of York. 

January 16th. Subpoena issued to Department of Highways. 

January 19th. WPvaring, 10.30 am., 10.40 a.m. to 1.10 P.M. Hearing 
concluded. Award to Claimant for land taken and severage damages, $300.00; 
forcible taking, $30.00; interest from February 1st, 1931, at 5 per cent.; and costs, 
$50.00. (See Reporter’s notes.) 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4467 


In the matter of the application of the Corporation of the Town of Copper 
Cliff, under Subsection (2) of Section 17 of ‘‘The Municipal Act,” for annexation 
thereto of part of the Township of Snider, in the District of Sudbury. 

January 31st. No objection filed; application granted. Applicant’s 
Solicitor to draft Order. 

February 7th. Draft Order filed. 

February 9th. Amended draft Order filed. 

February 14th. Order (following form of amended draft) issued. 


January 31st, 1933. 
ORDER 


Whereas an application has been made by the Corporation of the Town of 
Copper Cliff to this Board, pursuant to a resolution of the Council of the said 
Corporation, as provided under Subsection (2) of Section 17 of ‘‘The Municipal 
Act,” R.S.O. 1927, Chapter 233, and amendments thereto, for an Order of this 
Board annexing to the said Town, certain lands in Lot One, Concession One, in 
the Township of Snider in the District of Sudbury, as more particularly hereinafter 
described; 

And whereas as directed by this Board, public notice of this application, 
dated the 29th day of December, 1932, has been duly advertised once a week for 
three weeks in The Sudbury Star, a local newspaper having a general circulation 
in the area affected, and duly posted in the area in question, and the said Town, 
requiring any person or persons objecting to such annexation to file such objec- 
tions thereto with the Clerk of the Town of Copper Cliff on or before the 24th 
day of January, 1933, as by the affidavit of William J. Hambley, sworn the 
20th day of January, 1933, filed with this Board, appears; 

And whereas no objection pursuant to the said public notice has been filed. 
with the said Town Clerk, as by the affidavit of William J. Hambley, sworn the 
25th day of January, 1933, filed with this Board, appears; 

And whereas this Board has this day approved of the said application: 

1. It is ordered that the following lands in the Township of Snider in the 
District of Sudbury, namely: 

The southeast quarter of the north half of Lot One in Concession One, 
containing fifty-five and one-quarter acres; and the south half of Lot One 
in Concession One, containing two hundred and twenty-one acres, 

be and the same are hereby annexed to the Corporation of the Town of Copper 
Cliff in the District of Sudbury. 

2. And it is further ordered that the said annexation take effect as of the 
date of this Order. 

\ (Sed.) C. R. McKeEown, 
(Seal) Chairman. 
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Procepure Fire A-4491 


BETWEEN: re, 
; : cae 
Childs Company, Lim1 Anca 
—and— 
i f the City of Toronto, 
The Corporation of the City ee 


(Assessment Appeal re 279 to 283 Yonge Street—Land and 
Buildings, $227,312.00) 


January 10th. Notice of Appeal filed. ; ; 
March 8th. Hearing, 10.30 A.M., 3.35 to 3.45 P.M. Adjourned to 13th inst., 


at 10.30 A.M. i 
March 13th. Hearing continued, 10.30 a.m., 10.50 to 11 A.M. Hearing 


adjourned to 16th inst., at 10.30 A.M. 
March 16th. Hearing continued, 10.30 to 10.50 a.m. Adjourned to 17th 


inst., at 10.30 a.m. : ; 
March 17th. Hearing continued, 10.30 to 11.10 a.m. By direction of 
Board all Exhibits returned to Parties. No evidence offered. Appeal 


abandoned. (See Reporter’s notes.) 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4492 


BETWEEN: 
Adams Furniture Company, Limited, 
Appellant, 
—and— 
The Corporation of the City of Toronto, 
Respondent. 


(Assessment Appeal re 211 to 219 Yonge Street—Land and 
Buildings, $591,500) 


January 10th. Notice of Appeal filed. 


March 8th. Hearing, 10.30 a.M. to 12.25 p.m., and 2.40 to 3.15 pM. Hearing 
concluded. Judgment viva voce dismissing Appeal. (See Reporter’s notes.) 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4493 


BETWEEN: 
Mary Carty Estate and Martin Carty Estate, 
Appellants, 
—and— 
The Corporation of the City of Toronto, 
Respondent. 


(Assessment Appeal re 220 and 222 Yonge Street— 
Land and Building, $365,000.00) 


January 10th. Notice of Appeal filed. 
March 8th. Hearing, 10.30 a.m., 2.00 to 2.40 and 3.15 to 3.35 i 
, able NAY IR) 2 15 -JSSP.M. H 
concluded. Judgment (viva voce) dismissing Appeal. (See Reporter’s tea 
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PROCEDURE FILE A-4499 


Application by the Corporation of the City of Toronto, under Section 398 
of The Municipal Act,” for approval of its By-law No. 13818, being a By-law 
to restrict to use for private residences only land and buildings on Homewood 
Avenue. ; 

January 12th. Application and material filed. . 
February 22nd. Hearing, 10.30 to 11 4.m. Adjourned sine die. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4507 


Application by the City of Toronto under Section 398 of “The Municipal 
Act” for approval of its Restricted Area By-law No. 13795, restricting to use for 
private residences only land and and buildings on Riverview Drive, Snowdon 
Avenue or Golfdale Road (excepting Yonge Street frontages). 


January 20th. Application and material filed. 

February 22nd. Hearing, 10.30 a.m., 11 to 11.40 a.m. By-law to be 
amended to allow two houses on Lot 8, Plan M-370. (See Reporter’s notes.) 

June 14th. Application granted subject to filing of amending By-law. 

June 21st. Amending By-law 13873 filed. 

June 21st. Draft Order, approved by Solicitor for Owner of Lot 8, Plan 
M-370, filed. 

June 21st. Order issued. 


June 14th, 1933. 
ORDER 


The application of the Corporation of the City of Toronto, pursuant to 
Section 398 of ‘‘The Municipal Act,” being R.S.O. 1927, Chapter 233, for approval 
of its By-law No. 13795 having come on for hearing by appointment before this 
Board on the 22nd day of February, 1933, in the presence of a number of property 
owners affected, upon reading the said By-law and the other material filed, and 
it appearing that there were certain objections to the said By-law, the said 
application was adjourned until this day, and the same having come on this day 
for hearing, 


The Board orders, under and in pursuance of Section 398 of “The Municipal 
Act,” being R.S.O. 1927, Chapter 233, that By-law No. 13795, being intituled 
“No. 13795, A By-law to restrict to use for private detached residences only 
land and buildings on Riverview Drive, Snowdon Avenue or Golfdale Road, 
excepting Yonge Street frontages, comprised in Plan M-370 as filed in the Office 
of Land Titles at Toronto,’”’ as amended by By-law No. 13873, being intituled 
“No. 13873, A By-law to amend By-law No. 13795 respecting residential restric- 
tions on Riverview Drive, Snowdon Avenue or Golfdale Road,” and the said 
By-law No. 13873, be and the same are hereby approved. 


(Sgd.) C. R. McKEown, 
(Seal) Chairman. 
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PROCEDURE FILE A-4514 


BETWEEN: one 
Nancy Moore, Henry T. Moore and Alfred Franklin ee 
—and— 
i f the City of Toronto, 
The Corporation of the City Renee 


(Assessment Appeal) 
Re Cosgrave Building—$407,834.00) 


January 28th. Notice of Appeal filed. 
March 1st. Hearing, 10.30 a.m. to 1 p.m. Hearing concluded. Judgment 


reserved. 
March 17th. Judgment: Assessment reduced to $5,000.00 per foot re 


Nos. 163-167 Yonge Street. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4531 


BETWEEN: ya 
The Toronto Loan & Savings Company and Kents Limited, 
Appellants, 


—and— 


The Corporation of the City of Toronto, 
Respondent. 
(Assessment Appeal) 
(On Land, 144 Yonge Street, $182,000) 


February 10th. Notice of Appeal filed. 

April 25th. Hearing, 10.30 to 11.45 a.m. Hearing concluded. Judgment 
reserved. 

May 2nd. Judgment delivered: Assessment reduced to $6,200.00 per foot 
frontage, making the land valuation, for assessment purposes, $161,200.00. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4532 


BETWEEN: 
Bingham’s, Limited, 
Appellants, 
—and— 
The Corporation of the City of Toronto, 
: Respondent. 


(Assessment Appeal) 
(On Land, 146 Yonge Street, $178,200.00) 


February 10th. Notice of Appeal filed. 
Bare ae Ghee ee ne At request of Counsel Hearing 
Fae Cee ue to 11.45 a.m. To be governed by 
cae Sere ee SOLER pared 6,200.00 per foot 
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PROCEDURE FILE A-4538 


BETWEEN: 
The Huron & Erie Mortgage Corporation, 
Appellant, 
—and— 
The Corporation of the City of Toronto, 
Respondent. 


(Assessment Appeal) 
(Land and Buildings, Nos. 108, 110 and 112, Yonge Street, $427,417.00) 


February 14th. Notice of Appeal filed. 
March 6th. Hearing, 10.30 a.m. to12 Mp. Hearing concluded. Judgment 
viva voce dismissing Appeal. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4542 


BETWEEN: 
The Dominion Bank, 
Appellant, 
—and— 
The Corporation of the City of Toronto, 
Respondent. 


(Assessment Appeal) 
(Land and Buildings, Nos. 1-3 King Street West, $2,020,375.00) 


February 17th. Notice of Appeal filed. 

March 20th. Subpoena issued to Respondent. 

March 22nd. Hearing, 10.30 a.m. to 4.30 p.m. Adjourned to to-morrow 
at 10.30 A.M. 

March 23rd. Hearing continued, 10.30 A.M. to 1 P.M. Adjourned to 10.30 
A.M., April 11th, 1933. 

April 11th. Hearing continued, 10.30 A.M. to 3.45 p.m. Hearing concluded. 
Judgment delivered.viva voce confirming County Judge’s decision as to assessment 
of building, and restoring Court of Revision’s assessment of land. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4553 


BETWEEN: 
No. 14 King Street East, Limited, 
Appellant, 
—and— 
The Corporation of the City of Toronto, 
Respondent. 


(Assessment Appeal) aoe 
(Land, No. 14 King Street East, $194,750; Buildings, $52,000) 


February 18th. Notice of Appeal filed. 
March 13th. Hearing, 10.30 a.M., 10.50 to 12.15 p.m. Hearing concluded. 


Judgment viva voce: Court of Revision’s decision restored as to land, $4,250 per 
foot. No change from Judgment of County Judge as to Buildings. (See 


Reporter’s notes.) 
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PROCEDURE FILE A-4554 


BETWEEN: lamied 
7 ted, 
The Clone Realty, Limite Appellant, 
—and— 
: f the City of Toronto, 
The Corporation of the Cit) Respondent. 


(Assessment Appeal—Re No. 10 King Street East— 
Land, $250,900; Buildings, $150,000) 
February 18th. Notice of Appeal filed. 


March 13th. Hearing, 10.30 A.M., 12.15 to 12.45 P.M. Judgment viva voce: 
Assessment of land fixed at $4,800 per foot. Assessment: of Buildings not 
altered from that fixed by County Judge. (See Reporter’s notes.) 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4555 


BETWEEN: 
Guardian Realty Company of Canada, Limited, 
Appellant, 
—and— 
The Corporation of the City of Toronto, 
Respondent. 


(Assessment Appeal—Re 814% Yonge Street—Land, $31,500.00) 


February 18th. Notice of Appeal filed. 


March 13th. Hearing, 10.30 a.m., 2.30 to 2.50 p.m. Hearing concluded. 
Judgment (viva voce) dismissing Appeal. (See Reporter’s notes.) 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4556 


BETWEEN: 
Guardian Realty Company of Canada, Limited, 
Appellant, 
—and— 
The Corporation of the City of Toronto, 
Respondent. 


(Assessment Appeal—Nos. 2-8 King Street East— 
Land, $689,875.00; Buildings, $850,000) 


February 18th. Notice of Appeal filed. 


March 13th. Hearing, 10.30 a.m., 2.00 to 2.30 p.m. Hearing concluded 
_Judgment (viva voce) dismissing appeal. (See Reporter’s notes.) : 
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PROCEDURE FILE A-4561 
BETWEEN: 
King, Victoria, Limited 
(Commonwealth Building) 
Appellant, 


—and— 


The Corporation of the City of Toronto, 
Respondent. 
(Assessment Appeal—Nos. 17-35 King Street East— 
Land, $540,842.00; Buildings, $100,000.00) 


February 18th. Notice of Appeal filed. 
March 14th. Hearing, 10.30 a.m. to 12 mp. Hearing concluded. Judg- 
ment (viva voce): County Judge’s Assessment confirmed. (See Reporter’s notes.) 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4562 


BETWEEN: 
Bowles Lunch, Limited, 
Appellant, 
a6 
The Corporation of the City of Toronto, 
Respondent. 


(Assessment Appeal— 


Nos. 7-13 King Street East: Land, $156,750.00; Buildings, $50,000.00; 
Nos. 11-13 King Street East: Land, $128,700.00; Buildings, $50,000.00) 


February 18th. Notice of Appeal filed. 
March 14th. Hearing, 10.30a.M.to12 Mp. Hearingconcluded. Judgment 


(viva voce): County Judge’s Assessment confirmed. (See Reporter’s notes.) 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4565 


BETWEEN: 
The Corporation of the City of Toronto, 
Appellant, 
—and— 
The T. Eaton Company, Limited, 
Respondent. 


(Assessment Appeal—Real Property, Buildings), $3,746,996.00; 
Business, $2,160,187.00) 


February 18th. Notice of Appeal filed. 

March 27th. Hearing, 10.30 to 11.15 a.m. 
question of jurisdiction (City appealing). 

April 3rd. Letter from City Solicitor that he has nothing further to add. 

April 21st. Approved draft Order filed. 

April 21st. Order issued. Appeal dismissed. 


Hearing adjourned sime die on 
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March 27th, 1933. 


ORDER 


ellant by way of appeal to 


: Brae a ik 
Upon the application of the above-named App ees 


The Ontario Municipal Board from the decision of His Honour Judg cae 
the County Judge of the County of York, given on the 13th day of January, , 
respecting the following appeal: 

Renan No. 08051 on the real property and Assessment No. 98952 
on the business assessment of The T. Eaton Housefurnishings Company, 
Limited, Ward 3, Division 6, in the City of Toronto, 

and upon hearing Counsel for the Appellant and Respondents: ee 
1. The Board orders that the appeal be and the same is hereby dismissed. 
2. The Board makes no Order as to costs. 


(Sgd.) C. R. McKeown, 
(Seal) Chairman. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4566 


Application by the Corporation of the City of Toronto, under Subsection 
(2b) of Section 398 of “The Municipal Act,”’ for approval of its By-law No. 13796, 
being “A By-law to repeal By-law No. 12958 in so far as it prevents the erection 
of a dwelling house on twenty-five feet of the east half of Lot No. 228, Plan M-25, 
south side of Castlefield Avenue, with a lesser area than 2,500 square feet as 
required by the said By-law.” 

February 21st. Application and material filed. 

March 13th. Hearing, 10.30 to 10.50 a.m. Application granted. Appli- 
cant’s Solicitor to draft Order. 

March 14th. Draft Order filed. 

March 14th. Order. 


March 13th, 1933. 
ORDER 


The application of the Corporation of the City of Toronto, pursuant to 
Section 398, Subsection (25) of ‘‘The Municipal Act,” being Revised Statutes of 
Ontario, 1927, Chapter 233, for approval of its By-law No. 13796, having come 
on this day for hearing by appointment before this Board, in the presence of a 
number of property owners affected, upon reading the said By-law and the 
other material filed, and upon hearing what was alleged by all parties present or 
represented before the Board, 

The Board orders, under and in pursuance of Section 398, Subsection (2d) 
of “The Municipal Act,” being Revised Statutes of Ontario, 1927, Chapter 739. 
that By-law No. 13796, being intituled ‘‘No. 13796, A By-law to repeal By claw 
No. 12958 in so far as it prevents the erection of a dwelling house on twenty-five 
feet of the east half of Lot No. 228, Plan M-25, south side of Castlefield Avenue 
with a lesser area than 2,500 square feet as required by the said By-law,” be aan 
the same is hereby approved. 
(Segd.) €. R. McKeown, 

Chairman. 


(Seal) 
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PROCEDURE FILE A-4583 


: Application by the Corporation of the City of Ottawa, under Section 398 

of The Municipal Act,” for approval of its Restricted Area By-law No. 7604, 
restricting the portion of St. George’s Ward therein’ defined to detached private 
or duplex dwellings. 

March 3rd. Application and material filed. 

April 7th. Hearing, 10.00 to 10.35 a.m., Court House, Ottawa. By-law, 
amended as directed, to be approved. : 

October 4th. By-law No. 7736, fixing setback line, filed. 

October 4th. Draft Order filed. - 

October 17th. Order issued. 


October 17th, 1933. 
ORDER 


The application of the Corporation of the City of Ottawa, under Section 398 
of “The Municipal Act,” for approval of its By-law No. 7604, being a By-law 
to restrict the use of land and the erection or use of buildings on land for any 
purpose other than that of a detached private dwelling or a duplex dwelling 
within that area in St. George’s Ward in the City of Ottawa therein defined, 
having come on to be heard at the Court House, Ottawa, on Friday, the 7th day 
of April, 1933, pursuant to an appointment given by the Board and dated the 
6th day of March, 1933, in the presence of Counsel for the Corporation and of 
Counsel for certain owners of property affected by the said By-law, and it appear- 
ing that notice of the said appointment had been duly served upon all the owners 
of property affected by the said By-law by mailing thereto a copy of the said 
appointment and of the said By-law by registered letter at least ten clear days | 
before the date fixed for the said hearing, and upon hearing what was alleged both 
in favour of and in opposition to the said By-law, 

(1) The Board hereby approves of By-law No. 7604. 

(2) And the Board directs that its fee for Law Stamps to be affixed to this 
Order shall be $15.00. 

(Sgd.) C. R. McKeown, 
(Seal) Chairman. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4584 


Application by the Corporation of the City of Ottawa, under Section 398 of 
“The Municipal Act,’’ for approval of its Restricted Area By-law No. 7605, 
restricting that portion of St. George's Ward, therein defined, to residential 
purposes only. 

March 3rd. Application and material filed. 

April 7th. Hearing, 10.45 to, 11.10 a.m., Court House, Ottawa. By-law 
approved. 

June 23rd. Draft Order filed. 


23rd. Order issued. 
ae Soa April 7th, 1933. 


ORDER 


ty of Ottawa under Section 398 


lication of the Corporation of the Ci rS 
Scat nals : aw No. 7605 restricting the use 


of “The Municipal Act,” for approval of its By-l 
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a in St. George's 
ard at the Court 
appoint- 


of land and the erection or use of buildings on land in the are 
Ward in the said City therein defined having come on to be he 
House, Ottawa, on Friday, the 7th day of April, 1933, pursuant to an 
ment given by the Board and dated the 6th day of March, 1933, in the presence 
of Counsel for the Corporation and of certain owners of property affected by the 
said By-law, and it appearing that notice of the said appointment had been duly 
served upon all the owners of property affected by the said By-law by mailing 
thereto a copy of the said appointment and of the said By-law by registered letter 
at least ten clear days before the date fixed for the said Hearing, and upon hearing 
what was alleged both in favour of and in opposition to the said By-law, 

1. The Board hereby approves of By-law No. 7605. : 

2. And the Board directs that its fee for Law Stamps to be affixed to this 
Order shall be $10.00. 

(Sgd.) C. R. McKzEown, 

(Seal) Chairman. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4585 


Application by the Corporation of the City of Ottawa, under Section 398 of 
“The Municipal Act,” for approval of its Restricted Area By-law No. 7606, 
being a By-law to restrict the use of land and the erection or use of buildings on 
land in that area in Dalhousie Ward therein defined, to residential purposes only. 

March 3rd. Application and material filed. 

April 7th. Hearing, 10.45 to 11.10 a.m., Court House, Ottawa. By-law, 
amended as directed, to be approved. 

May 17th. Amending By-law No. 7639 filed. 

June 21st. Draft Order filed. 

June 21st. Order. 


June 16th, 1933. 
ORDER 


The application of the Corporation of the City of Ottawa under Section 398 
of “The Municipal Act’’ for approval of its By-law No. 7606 restricting the use 
of land and the erection or use of buildings on land in the area in Dalhousie Ward 
in the said City therein defined having come on to be heard at the Court House 
Ottawa, on Friday, the 7th day of April, 1933, pursuant to an ap pomnenent 
given by the Board and dated the 6th day of March, 1933, in the presence of 
Counsel for the Corporation and of Counsel for certain owners of propert 
affected by the said By-law, and it appearing that notice of the said sual, 
had been duly served on all the owners of property affected by the said By-law 
by mailing thereto a copy of the said appointment and of the said By-law b 
registered letter at least ten clear days before the date fixed for the said Hearin : 
and upon hearing what was alleged by Counsel aforesaid both in favour of aa 
in opposition to the said By-law and it appearing to the Board to be desirabl 
that the Council of the Corporation should amend the said By-law by eel ai : 
from the area of land therein defined Lots Nos. 4 and 5 on the west sid oy 

_ Cambridge Street adjacent to Lots Nos. 6, 7 and 8 on the north side of C “ : 
Avenue, and the Board having directed that this application should Lene 
until the said amendment should be made, and the said Council havin ae 
passed By-law No. 7639, a By-law amending By-law No. 7606 by ae aR % 
therefrom Lots Nos. 4 and 5 on the west side of Cambridge Street aie 


ing 


Lee 
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Lots Nos. 6, 7 and 8 on the north 
has been filed with the Board: 


1 The Board hereby approves of By-law No. 7606 as amended by By-law 
No. 7639. j 


2. And the Board directs that its fee for Law Stamps to be affixed to this 
Order shall be Ten Dollars. 


side of Carling Avenue, a certified copy of which 


. (Sgd.) C. R. McKeown, 
(Seal) Chairman. 
PROCEDURE FILE A-4586 


Application by the Corporation of the City of Belleville, under Subsection 
(11) of Section 400 of “The Municipal Act,” for approval of its By-law No. 3112, 
regulating the weighing of coal or coke. 

March 7th. Application and material filed. 

March 31st. Hearing, 12 mp. to 12.20 p.m., Council Chamber, Belleville. 
(Vice-Chairman authorized under Section 17, Chapter 27, Ontario Statutes, 1932.) 
Recommendation: That the By-law as directed to be amended be approved 
upon a new By-law following such direction being passed. 

April 10th. Recommendation adopted as basis of Order of the Board. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4588 


Application by the Corporation of the City of Ottawa, under section 398 
of “The Municipal Act,’ for approval of its Restricted Area By-law No. 
7610, restricting that portion of St. George’s Ward therein defined, to residential 
purposes. 


March 10th. Application and material filed. 

April 7th. Hearing, 10.30 to 10.45 a.m., at the Court House, Ottawa. 
By-law, amended as directed, to be approved. 

May 17th. Amending By-law 7640 filed. 

May 18th. Application granted. By-law 7610 as amended by By-law 7640 
approved. 

May 30th. Approved draft Order filed. 

May 30th. Order. 


May 18th, 1933. 
ORDER 


The application of the Corporation of the City of Ottawa, under Section 398 
of ‘The Municipal Act,” for approval of its By-law No. 7610 restricting the use 
of land and the erection or use of buildings on land in the area in St. George's 
Ward in the said City therein defined, having come on to be heard at the Court 
House, Ottawa, on Friday, the 7th day of April, 1933, pursuant to an appointment 
given by the Board and dated the 10th day of March, 1933, in the presence of 
Counsel for the Corporation and Counsel for Sisters of the Holy Cross owners of 
property affected by the said By-law, and it appearing that notice of the said 
appointment had been duly served upon all the owners of property affected by 
the said By-law by mailing thereto a copy of the said appointment and of the 
said By-law by registered letter at least ten clear days before the date fixed for 
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the said hearing, and upon hearing what was alleged by Counsel aforesaid, and 
it appearing to the Board to be desirable that the Council of the Corporation 
should consider the advisability of amending the said By-law with reference to 
the property owned by the said Sisters of the Holy Cross and the Board nee 
directed that this application should stand over until it should be advised of the 
decision of the said Council with regard to the amendment of the said By-law, 
and the said Council having duly passed By-law No. 7640, a By-law amending 
By-law No. 7610 with reference to the said property of Sisters of the Holy Cross 
as therein set forth, a certified copy of which has been filed with the Board. 
1. The Board hereby approves of By-law No. 7610 as amended by By-law 
No. 7640. ; 
2. And the Board directs that its fee for Law Stamps to be affixed to this 


Order shall be Ten Dollars. 
(Sgd.) C. R. McKzown, 


(Seal) Chairman. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4590 


Application by the Township of East York, under Section 398, Subsection 
(2b), of “The Municipal Act,” for approval of its By-law No. 2484, further 
amending its By-law No. 1243 (as amended by By-law No. 1347), dividing the 
Township into industrial, business and residential areas. 

March 11th. Application and material filed. 

April 19th. Hearing, 10.30 to 11 a.M., at the Board’s Chambers. Applica- 
tion granted: Applicant’s Solicitor to draft Order. 

April 28th. Draft Order filed. 

April 28th. Order issued. 

April 19th, 1933. 
ORDER 


Upon the application of the said Corporation, and the Board having, pursuant 
to appointment on the 19th day of April, A.D. 1933, heard Counsel for the 
Applicant, and no one appearing in opposition to the said By-law, notice of the 
appointment having been duly given as directed by the Board pursuant to Clause 
(e) of paragraph 2 of the said Section 398 of ““The Municipal Act,” and the Board 
having granted the application of the said Township: 


The Board orders under and in pursuance of the provisions of Section 398 
of “The Municipal Act,” that the said By-law No. 2484, entituled “Township of 
East York, By-law No. 2484, To amend By-law No. 1243 and amendments 
thereto, being a By-law for the purpose of dividing the Township into Industrial 
Business and Residential Areas, and restricting the user of land and buildings 
within the defined areas,” be and the same is hereby approved. 


(Sgd.) C. R. McKEown, 
(Seal) Chairman. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4620 


Application by the Township of Etobicoke, under Section 398 of “The 
Municipal Act,” for approval of its Restricted Area By-law No. 4018, restricting 
the area described in the By-law to private residences. 


f 
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April 4th. Application and material filed. 
. April 26th. Hearing, 10.30 to 10.40 A.M., at the Board’s Chambers. 
pplication granted. Applicant’s Solicitor to draft Order. 
April 28th. Draft Order filed. 
April 28th. Order issued. 


April 26th, 1933. 
ORDER 


Upon the application of the Corporation of the Township of Etobicoke, upon 
reading the Declaration of S. Barratt as to the giving of notice, and upon hearing 
what was alleged by Counsel for the Applicant, no one appearing in opposition 
to the application, 

It is ordered that By-law No. 4018 of the Township of Etobicoke, for the 
purpose of placing restrictions upon the area described in the said By-law, be 
and the same is hereby approved. 


(Sgd.) C. R. McKeown, 
(Seal) Chairman. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4631 


Application by the Corporation of the Village of Forest Hill, under Section 
398 of “The Municipal Act,” for approval of its By-law No. 730, restricting the 
use of lands on Castlefield Avenue, St. Clements Avenue, Briar Hill and Caldow 
Avenue to detached private residences: 
April 19th. Application and material filed. 
May 9th. Hearing, 10.30 to 11.15 a.M., at the Board’s Chambers. Council 
to consider whether to amend By-law as follows: 
(a) South side Castlefield Avenue—reduce area. to 1,950 square feet; 
(b) South side St. Clements Avenue—Lot 189, two 25-foot strips, 25 feet 
frontage, 2,500 square feet area; 
(c) Council to consider Maude Moore property—Part Lot 228, south side 
Castlefield Avenue; 
(d) South side Briar Hill Avenue—Lots 221-224, property of Norman A. 
Howie Estate, 85 feet (3 houses) ; 
(e) South side Castlefield Avenue—Reduce cost of building ($3,000). 
(See Reporter’s notes.) Hearing adjourned to 11th inst., at 11 A.M. 
May 11th. Wearing continued, 11 to 11.15 a.m. Amending By-law 734 
filed. By-law 730 approved as amended. Applicant’s Solicitor to draft Order. 
May 11th. Draft Order filed. 
May 13th. Order issued. 


May 11th, 1933. 
ORDER 


Upon the application of the said Corporation made to this Board on the 
9th day of May, 1933, and upon hearing read the material filed by Melville Grant, 
Esquire, Solicitor for the Applicant, and upon hearing what was alleged by 
W. A. McMaster, Esquire, K.C., Counsel for Maude Moore, an owner of land in 
the said district, and upon hearing Percy Jolliffe, Esquire, representing The 
Toronto General Trusts Corporation, Executors of the Estate of an owner of 
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Be Sees : > : ; ire, a resident 
lands in the said district, and upon hearing F. R. Puterbaugh, Esqu 


in the said district, no one else appearing, although all ownets be ee 
appeared on the last revised assessment roll of the Corporation oe ve e 
the application was directed to be held over until this day for the ae fad 
permitting the Corporation to make several amendments, and it au g ae 
the said By-law No. 730 was amended by By-law No. ee to comply with reques 

ad been made for a change in the original By-law, c 
cae Base orders, under ane in pursuance of the provisions of Section ce 
of ‘The Municipal Act,” that the said By-law No. 730, being a IB leniy to p i 
restrictions on Castlefield Avenue, St. Clements Avenue, Briar Hill Avenue an 
Caldow Avenue, as amended by By-law No. 734, being a By-law to amend By-law 
No. 730 in so far as it affects certain restrictions on Castlefield Avenue and St. 
Clements Avenue, be and the same is hereby approved. 


(Sgd.) C. R. McKEown, 


(Seal) Chairman. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4636 


Application by the Corporation of the Town of Hawkesbury, under Section 
78 (d) of Part V, of Chapter 27, Ontario Statutes, 1932, for authority to issue 
debentures to the amount of $88,000.00, to pay the floating indebtedness of the 
said Town. 

April 24th. Application and material filed. 

May 12th. Hearing, 10 aim. to 12.30 p.m., Court House, Ottawa. 
Application refused. : 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4642 


Application by the Corporation of the Town of Mimico, under Section 398 
of “The Municipal Act,” for approval of its Restricted Area By-law No. 880, 
restricting to detached private dwellings the area on the south or southwest 
side of the Lake Shore Road, between Edyth Avenue and Church Street. 

April 27th. Application and material filed. 

May 19th. Hearing, 10.30 to 11.30 a.m. (Chairman of the Board authorized 
under Section 18, Chapter 27, Ontario Statutes, 1932). One house to be allowed 
on Lot 12 and easterly 10 feet of Lot 13, Plan M-494. By-law to be considered 
and amended as above by the Town Council. Hearing adjourned to 10.30 a.., 
May 26th, 1933. (See Reporter’s notes.) 

May 26th. Hearing continued, 10.30 to 10.40 a.m. Amending By-law 884 
filed. Application granted, Applicant’s Solicitor to draft Order. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4648 


In the matter of “The Highway Improvement Act’’ and amendments, and 

In the matter of ‘The Public Works Act,” and amendments, and 

In the matter of the expropriation by the County of Wentworth of certain 
lands of George F. Webb, and being parts Lots 2, 3 and 4, Concession IV, 
Township of Barton. 

May 3rd. Reference filed. 

May 25th. Subpoena issued to Claimant’s Solicitors. 
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_ September 28th. Hearing, 9.30 a.m. to 7.00 p.m., City Hall, Hamilton. 
Adjourned to 29th inst., at 10.00 a.m. 
September 29th. Hearing continued, 10.00 a.m. to 4.30 P.M. Adjourned to 
Tuesday, October 3rd, at 10.30 A.m., at the Board’s Chambers, Toronto. 
October 3rd. Hearing continued, 10.30 a.m. to 4.45 p.M., at the Board’s 
Chambers, Toronto. Hearing concluded: Award reserved. 
October 27th. Award issued. 


AWARD 


To ALL TO WHOM THESE PRESENTS SHALL COME: 
The Ontario Municipal Board sends greeting. 


On the 16th day of June, 1932, the County of Wentworth for highway pur- 
poses saw fit to expropriate certain lands belonging to George F. Webb, and being 
a portion of Lots Nos. 2, 3 and 4 in the Fourth Concession of the Township of 
Barton, consisting of 4.37 acres along the most northerly and northeasterly 
portions of the said lots. 

The property of the said George F. Webb extended from the unopened road 
allowance between Concessions 4 and 5 in the said Township to the most northerly 
limit of the property so expropriated, and consisted of Lots 3 and 4, and part of 
Lot 2 in the said 4th Concession of the Township of Barton, and the northerly 
limit of the said property was distant some 30 or 40 feet from the brow of the 
Mountain overlooking the City of Hamilton. 

Along the northerly boundary of the said property, and between the said 
property and the brow of the mountain aforesaid, there has for some time been 
in use a highway which is a clay road, and one that during wet weather is not 
very desirable for traffic purposes. 

The County of Wentworth having decided to construct a first-class paved 
highway along the said road, making thereby a scenic drive overlooking the 
City of Hamilton, came to the conclusion that it would be necessary to expro- 
priate a portion of the property owned by the Claimant, George F. Webb, that 
the road might be widened and straightened, and for this purpose served upon 
the Claimant Notice of Expropriation of the 4.37 acres of land above mentioned. 

The Claimant’s contention is that his whole property is valuable as a subdi- 
vision property, and that much of its value for that purpose, for the construction 
of high-class residences, lies in the fact that it is so close to the brow of the 
mountain that an excellent view of the City of Hamilton and surroundings 
is thereby obtainable, and the contention is made that the expropriation above 
mentioned, which takes from the front of this property a strip of land of various 
widths running from zero at its most westerly extremity to some eighty feet at 
its widest part, so removes the property from the brow of the mountain that 
the value which heretofore existed by reason of the view over the City of Hamilton 
is very much reduced, and for this loss and the value of the land so taken the said 
George F. Webb claims the sum of $73,296.50. 

In addition thereto it is claimed that some one hundred shade trees are 
being cut down, and these the Claimant values at $50.00 a piece, or $5,000.00. 

In addition thereto the Claimant says that it will cost in or about $1,200.00 
to replace the fence now along the northerly and easterly portion of his lot. 

On the 28th and 29th days of September, 1933, the Board sat at the City 
of Hamilton, and in addition to viewing the property in question, heard evidence 
offered by the Claimant and by the Respondent, and on the 3rd of October, 1933, 
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at the City of Toronto, heard further evidence in reply offered by the Respondent, 
and what was alleged by Counsel for the different parties. 

The actual value of the farm property as such WEIS [BNOU 
$400.00 to $600.00 an acre, and the Board is of the opinion tha 
$500.00 an acre would be a fair price for the said property. 

Considering the land taken as purely farm land, and use 
is unable to see wherein the construction of the highway such as. pro me 
the County can in any way affect or lessen the value of the remaining Boe a 

If on the other hand the Claimant's property, or even the front portio ; 
thereof, could be developed for subdivision purposes as contended by the ae 
and his witnesses, and there were any prospect of such a development ta us 
place within a reasonably near future (which the Board does not believe io) e 
probable), there might be some small damage done to the property, by es 
to a very slight degree the view over the City of Hamilton occasioned | by t le 
pressing back from the brow of the mountain the northerly line of the pee 
property. But if there is any damage to this property by the said Act on t s 
part of the County of Wentworth, the construction of a first-class highway, an 
the building of a pavement along the said property, in the opinion of the Board, 
more than compensates for any damage that may be occasioned by lessening of 
the view above suggested. : 

Under these circumstances the Board is unable to see that the Claimant is 
entitled to any damage by reason of the said expropriation reducing the view over 
the City of Hamilton, which said damage is not more than compensated by the 
construction of the highway proposed by the County of Wentworth. 

The value of the land taken, namely, 4.37 acres, at $500.00 an acre, or 
$2,183.20, is allowed for land taken. 

The shade trees, variously estimated at from eighty to one hundred, the 
Board will allow one hundred, the number claimed, at $10.00 each, or $1,000.00. 

There was some difference in the evidence as to the cost of the construction 
of a fence to take the place of the fence being removed by the Respondent. The 
witness for the Claimant contended that the fence should cost $998.00, while 
evidence offered by the Respondent was to the effect that a new fence could be 
constructed for $700.00; but as the fence now in existence, although answering 
the purpose for which it is there, could not be called a new fence and should not 
be so considered. However, once the present fence is removed, the construction 
of another or new fence will be necessary, and it might be that the Respondent 
would find very little of the old fence that he could make use of, and accordingly 
the Board is of the opinion that he should receive $700.00 for the construction 
of the fence to take the place of the one being removed by the County. 

This makes a total of $3,885.00, to which we should add 10 per cent. of 
$3,185.00, being the value of the land and trees taken, or $318.50, making a total 
of $4,203.50, which amount, with interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum, 
from the 16th day of June, 1932, to the date hereof, this Board awards to the 
Claimant in full of his Claim as filed herein. 

The Board further awards to the Claimant his costs of these proceedings, to 
be taxed by the taxing officer of the Supreme Court of Ontario at Osgoode Hall, 
Toronto, on the Supreme Court scale. 

The costs payable to The Ontario Municipal Board to be paid in Law Stamps, 
amounting to $45.00. 

In witness whereof the members of The Ontario Municipal Board have 
hereto set their hands, and have caused to be affixed the seal of the Board this 


evidence at from 
t an allowance of 


das such, the Board 
posed by 
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Twenty-seventh day of October, A.D. 1933, at the City of Toronto, in the 
Province of Ontario. ‘ 


(Sgd.) C. R. McKeown, 
Chairman. 


(Seal) (Sgd.) J. A. Extts, 


Vice-Chairman. 


(Sgd.) HERBERT L. CummMrncs, 
Commissioner. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4661 


Application by the Corporation of the City of Ottawa, under Section 398 of 
“The Municipal Act,” for approval of its By-law No. 7641, restricting to resi- 
dential purposes only the use of land and the erection or use of buildings on land 
in certain area in ‘Central Ward,” defined in the By-law. 

May 17th. Application and material filed. 

June 20th. Hearing, 10.00 to 10.15 a.m., at the Court House, Ottawa. 
(Vice-Chairman authorized under Section 17, Chapter 27, Ontario Statutes, 
1932.) Recommendation that By-law be approved. 

July 3rd. Recommendation of Vice-Chairman adopted as basis of Board’s 
Order. 

July 3rd. Draft Order filed. 

July 3rd. Order issued. 


July 3rd, 1933. 
ORDER 


The application of the City of Ottawa, under Section 398 of “The Municipal 
Act,” for the approval of its By-law No. 7641 restricting the use of land and the 
erection or use of buildings on land in that area in Central Ward in the said City 
therein defined having come on to be heard on Friday, the 30th day of June, 
1933, pursuant to an appointment given by the Board and dated the 18th day of 
May, 1933, before Mr. Vice-Chairman Ellis, duly authorized under Section 17 
of ‘The Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932,” in the presence of Counsel for the 
Corporation and no one appearing on behalf of any of the owners of property 
affected by the said By-law, and it appearing that notice of the said appointment 
had been duly served on all the owners of property affected by the said By-law 
by mailing thereto a copy of the said appointment and of the said By-law by 
registered letter at least ten clear days before the date fixed for the said hearing, 
and upon hearing what was alleged in favour of the said By-law and Mr. Vice- 
Chairman Ellis’s report on such hearing having been this day adopted as the 
Order of the Board: 

hereby approves of By-law No. 7641. 

ii Aa ee nee that its fee for Law Stamps affixed to this Order 
gee (Sgd.) C. R. McKeown, 

(Seal) Chairman. 
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PROCEDURE FILE A-4669 


ie 7 x . -; 1 A “An 
In the matter of Chapter 81, Ontario Statutes, 1933, Section 3, being 


Act respecting the City of Hamilton.” 


BETWEEN: es 
X7 ies, ited, 
Westdale Properties, Lim hoosllane 
—and— 
The Corporation of the City of Hamilton, 
Respondent. 


(Appeal re assessment of certain lands on Sterling Street, from King Street 
to Forsyth Avenue (45-foot roadway, etc.), and lands on Longwood Road, 
from Roanoke Road to Cootes’ Paradise (40-foot roadway, etc.) 


May 22nd. Notices of Appeal filed. 
June 7th. Hearing, 9.30 A.M. to 12.30 p.m., Council Chamber, Hamilton. 
April 12th. Approved Draft Orders filed. 

April 15th. Orders issued. 


Wednesday, the 7th day of June, A.D. 1933. 


In the matter of Section 3 of Chapter 81, 
“An Act respecting the City of Hamilton,” 
23 Geo. V. (1933), Ontario Statutes: 

And in the matter of the Appeal of West- 
dale Properties, Limited, Owners of lands 


BEFORE: abutting on streets or portions thereof on 
Sterling Street, from King Street to For- 
C. R. McKeown, Eso., K.C., sythe Avenue, from the assessment made 


Chairman, and} against the said lands and other lands for 
the construction as a local improvement of 
H. L. Cummincs, Eso., the asphalt roadway, with necessary drain 

Commissioner.| connections, pursuant to the provisions of 
By-law No. 4018 passed by the Council of 
the Corporation of the City of Hamilton on 
the 13th day of May, 1930, in so far as said 
By-law refers to Sterling Street from King 
Street to Forsythe Avenue. 


June 7th, 1933. 
ORDER 


Upon the appeal of the said Westdale Properties, Limited, in pursuance of 
Section 3 of the above-named Act, from the assessment made against the abutting 
lands assessed for the construction as a local improvement of the asphalt roadway, 
with necessary drain connections, pursuant to said By-law No. 4018 in so far as 
it refers to Sterling Street from King Street to Forsythe Avenue, and upon con- 
sideration of such appeal and material filed, and hearing all parties interested 
and upon consideration of the evidence adduced and what was alleged by Counsel 
for the Appellants and for the Corporation of the City of Hamilton: ~ 
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ee oe ee doth order that 22.3 per cent. of the assessment imposed by 
Bees ee tae roll against all of the abutting lands pursuant to said 
Foie ie ree ) s far as it refers to Sterling Street from King Street to 
sna i beace a oe ue be borne by the said Corporation, and the remaining 
. Hae - of the said assessment shall be borne by the abutting owners. 
. And this Board doth further order that 22.3 per cent. of any such assess- 
ment heretofore paid by such owners shall be refunded to them by the said City 
Corporation. 
3. And this Board doth further order that there shall be no costs of the appeal 
to any party, except that the Corporation of the City of Hamilton shall pay $15.00 
for Law Stamps on this Order, which may be added to the cost of the work. 


(Sed.) C. R. McKzEown, 
Chairman. 


(Seal) 


Wednesday, the 7th day of June, A.D. 1933. 


In the matter of Section 3 of Chapter 81, 
“An Act respecting the City of Hamilton,” 
23 Geo. V. (1933), Ontario Statutes: 

And in the matter of the Appeal of West- 
dale Properties, Limited, owners of lands 
BEFORE: abutting on streets or portions thereof on 
Longwood Road from Roanoke Road to 
C. R. McKeown, Eso., K.C., Cootes’ Paradise, from the assessment made 

Chairman, and} against the said lands and other lands for 
the construction as a local improvement of 
H. L. Cummincs, Eso., the asphalt roadway, with necessary drain 

Commissioner.| connections, pursuant to the provisions of 
By-law No. 4127 passed by the Council of 
the Corporation of the City of Hamilton on 
the 25th day of November, 1930, in so far 
as said By-law refers to Longwood Road 
from Roanoke Road to Cootes’ Paradise. 


June 7th, 1933. 
ORDER 


Upon the appeal of the said Westdale Properties Limited in pursuance of 
Section 3 of the above-named Act from the assessment made against the abutting 
lands assessed for the construction as a local improvement of the asphalt roadway, 
with necessary drain connections, pursuant to said By-law No. 4127 in so far as 
it refers to Longwood Road from Roanoke Road to Cootes Paradise, and upon 
consideration of such appeal and material filed, and hearing all parties interested, 
and upon consideration of the evidence adduced and what was alleged by Counsel 
for the Appellants and for the Corporation of the City of Hamilton: | 

1. This Board doth order that one-quarter of the assessment imposed by 
the special assessment roll against all of the abutting lands pursuant to res 
By-law No. 4127, in so far as it refers to Longwood Road from Roanoke Roa 
to Cootes’ Paradise, shall be borne by the said City Corporation and the remaining 
three-quarters of the said assessment shall be borne by the abutting owners. 
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2. This Board doth further order that one-quarter of any Mo ee 
heretofore paid by such owners shall be refunded to them by the s ME 


Corporation. 
e And this Board doth further order that there shall be no costs of the appeal 


to any party, except that the Corporation of the City of Lee ee 
$15.00 for Law Stamps on this Order, which may be added to the cost of the work. 


(Sgd.) C. R. McKeown, 


(Seal) Chairman. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4668 


In the matter of Chapter 81, Ontario Statutes, 1933, being “An Act respecting 
the City of Hamilton.” 


BETWEEN: 
Thomas William Hand, 
Appellants, 
—and— 
The Corporation of the City of Hamilton, 
Respondent. 


(Appeal re assessment of Lots 95 to 113 (both inclusive), College Park Sur- 
vey, abutting on Longwood Road, from King Street to the Hamilton-Brantford 
Highway, for 40-foot asphalt roadway (City By-law No. 4137).) 


May 20th. Notice of Appeal filed. 

June 7th. Hearing, 9.30 a.m. to 12.50 p.m., Council Chamber, Hamilton. 
Judgment: Seventy-five per cent. of cost of pavement to be paid by property 
owners and 25 per cent. by the Corporation. 

August 12th. Approved draft Order filed. 

August 15th. Order issued. 


Wednesday, the 7th day of June, A.D. 1933. 


In the matter of Section 3 of Chapter 81, 
“An Act respecting the City of Hamilton,” 
23 Geo. V. (1933), Ontario Statutes: 

And in the matter of the Appeal of T. W. 
Hand and others, owners of lands abutting 


BEFORE: on streets or portions thereof on Longwood 
Road, from King Street to Hamilton and 
C. R. McKeown, Eso., K.C., Brantford Highway, from the assessment 


Chairman, and; made against the said lands and other lands 
for the construction as a local improvement 
H. L. Cummines, Eso., of the asphalt roadway, with necessary 

Commissioner.| drain connections, pursuant to the provi- 
sions of By-law No. 4137, passed by the 
Corporation of the City of Hamilton on the 
9th day of December, 1930, in so far as said 
By-law refers to Longwood Road from King 
Street to Hamilton and Brantford Highway. 
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June 7th, 1933. 
ORDER 


Y aes oa of the said T. W. Hand and others, in pursuance of Section 3 
Cee rome Act from the assessment made against the abutting lands 
SESS or the construction as a local improvement of the asphalt roadway 
with necessary drain connections, pursuant to said By-law No. 4137, in so far 
as it refers to Longwood Road from King Street to Hamilton and Brantford 
Highway, and upon consideration of such appeal and material filed, and hearing 
all parties interested, and upon consideration of the evidence adduced and what 
was alleged by Counsel for the Appellants and for the Corporation of the City of 
Hamilton: d ‘ 

1. This Board doth order that one-quarter of the assessment imposed by the 
special assessment roll against all of the abutting lands pursuant to said By-law 
No. 4137, in so far as it refers to Longwood Road from King Street to Hamilton 
and Brantford Highway, shall be borne by the said City Corporation, and the 
remaining three-quarters of the said assessment shall be borne by the abutting 
owners. 

2. This Board doth further order that one-quarter of any such assessment 
heretofore paid by such owners shall be refunded to them by the said City 
Corporation. 

3. And this Board doth further order that there shall be no costs of the appeal 
to any party, except that the Corporation of the City of Hamilton shall pay $15.00 
for Law Stamps on this Order, which may be added to the cost of the work. 


(Sgd.) C. R. McKeown, 
: Chairman. 


(Seal) 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4702 


In the matter of the application by the City of Hamilton, under Section 8 
of “The Local Improvement Act,” as re-enacted by Section 2 of “The Local 
Improvement Amendment Act, 1932,” for approval of the undertaking of the 
construction of a cement walk on Main Street, south side, from opposite Forsythe 
Avenue to 300 feet west of Emerson Avenue, and the passing of a By-law therefor. 


May 6th. Objection by R. Stroud Estate and others, filed. 

June 19th. Application and material filed. 

September 14th. Hearing, 9.30 to 10 a.m., Council Chamber, Hamilton. 
Board will approve of the undertaking of the work if the City will pay 90 per 
cent. of the cost; otherwise the application is dismissed. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4708 


BETWEEN: oe 
The Imperial Oil Company, Limited, 
Appellant. 


—and— 


The Municipality of the Town of Fort Frances, 
Respondent. 
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(Assessment Appeal) 


June 23rd. Notice of Appeal filed. 
July 10th. Further material filed. F < 
September 22nd. Hearing, 10.00 a.m. to 12 mp., Court House, Fort Frances. 


Judgment (viva voce) : 
Assessment reduced to $18,000.00 as follows: 


Ciaiacl (uinnenmniacal)); esos bo wo eodo seo ensues odaes 
Buildings (reduced by $1,300.00)...........-----5+:- 


$1,300.00 
16,700.00 


$18,000.00 


October 16th. Approved draft Order filed. 
October 17th. Order issued. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4713 


In the matter of ‘“The Northern Development Act’’ (Section 12, Chapter 
36, R.S.O. 1927), and amending Acts, and 

In the matter of “The Public Works Act” (Section 28, Chapter 52, R.S.O. 
1927), and 

‘In the matter of the Claim of T. A. Bebee against the Department of North- 
ern Development for compensation in respect to lands expropriated for purposes 
of Trans-Canada Highway in Pembroke-North Bay Section. 

June 29th. Application for appointment for Hearing (by Claimant’s 
Solicitor). ; 

_ November 13th. Reference filed by Minister of Department of Lands and 

Forests (Northern Development). 

November 20th. Particulars of Claim filed. 

December 14th. Hearing, 10 a.m. to 5 p.m., Court House, City of North 
Bay. Claimant awarded $500.00 with interest at 5 per cent. per annum thereon 
from date of expropriation; also costs, $100.00. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4715 


In the matter of Section 27a of ‘‘The Local Improvement Act” (as enacted 
by Section 2 of Chapter 26, Ontario Statutes, 1933). 


BETWEEN: 
John Buckley, 
Appellant, 
—and— ; 
The Corporation of the City of Toronto, 
Respondent. 


(Claim for exemption of property No. 983 St. Clarens Avenue respecting 
opening of lane between Greenlaw and St. Clarens Avenues, north of Davenport 
Road, under City’s By-law No. 13580.) 

June 29th. Appeal filed. 

December 12th. Hearing, 10.30 a.m., 11.25 to 11.45 a.m. 

Assessment to be reduced one-third. 


Nol 
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PROCEDURE FILE A-4715a 


In the matter of Section 27a of ‘‘The Local Improvement Act” (as enacted 
by Section 2 of Chapter 26, Ontario Statutes, 1933). 


BETWEEN: 
Robert C. Lennox, 
Appellant, 
—and— 
The Corporation of the City of Toronto, 
Respondent. 


(Claim for exemption of property No. 1025 St. Clarens Avenue respecting 
opening of lane between Greenlaw and St. Clarens Avenues, north of Davenport 
Road, under City’s By-law No. 13580.) 

June 29th. Appeal filed. 

December 12th. Hearing, 10.30 A.M., 11.10 to 11.25 a.m. 

Assessment sustained. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4715b 


In the matter of Section 27a of ‘‘The Local Improvement Act’’ (as enacted 
by Section 2 of Chapter 26, Ontario Statutes, 1933). 


BETWEEN: 
James McMordie, 
Appellant, 
—and— 
The Corporation of the City of Toronto, 
Respondent. 


(Claim for exemption of property No. 56 Greenlaw Avenue, respecting 
opening of lane between Greenlaw and St. Clarens Avenues, north of Davenport 
Road, under City’s By-law No. 13580.) 


June 29th. Appeal filed. 
December 12th. Hearing, 10.30 a.m. to 11.10 A.M. 
Assessment to be reduced by one-half. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4733 


In the matter of the application of the Corporation of the City of Toronto, 
under Section 8 of ‘The Local Improvement Act,’’ as re-enacted by 22 George V, 
Chapter 30, Section 2, for approval of the undertaking of the construction of 
asphalt pavements on Avenue Road, from St. Clair Avenue to Lonsdale Road; 
Lonsdale Road from the west street line of Oriole Road produced to Forest Hill 
Road; and on Oriole Parkway, from Lonsdale Road to 19 feet north of the south 
street line of Kilbarry Road, and the passing of a By-law therefor. 


July 19th. Application and material filed. 
September 18th. Hearing, 10.30 a.m. to 1 P.M., at the Board’s Chambers, 


of Preliminary Argument on question of City’s right to initiate these works 
without petitions. Hearing concluded. Judgment reserved. 
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d has not jurisdiction. 


S Dif ivered. Boar era 
September 27th. Judgment delivere Bee icc. 


October 17th. Draft Order (dismissing application on questi 
tion) filed by the City. oe 

October 17th. Order (on question of jurisdiction) issued. 

October 24th. Motion by City of Toronto for leave to 
with costs (1933), O.W.N., 669. 


OPINION AS TO JURISDICTION OF THE BOARD 


The City of Toronto having published in the Toronto Globe a notice of its 
intention to construct upon Avenue Road between St. Clair Avenue and Lonsdale 
Road; upon Lonsdale Road from the west street line of Oriole Road produced to 
Forest Hill Road; and upon Oriole Parkway from Lonsdale Road to nineteen 
feet north of the south street line of Kilbarry Road, certain local improvement 
works as set out in the said notice, and a number of landowners among those to 
be especially assessed in connection with the said local improvement works having 
objected thereto, the Council of the said City of Toronto forwarded to The 
Ontario Municipal Board the said By-law for approval. 

On Monday, the Eighteenth day of September, 1933, the said Board heard 
evidence and argument in connection with the contention as to whether or not 
the carrying on of the said work as set out in the notice above referred to, was 
such a work as is mentioned in Section 2, Subsection (q) of the said “‘Local 
Improvement Act,” being Chapter 235, R.S.O. 1927, as amended by 19 Geo. V, 
Chapter 60. : 

After hearing the evidence adduced by the Applicants, and what was alleged 
by Counsel for the City of Toronto, and for the Respondents, we are of the 
opinion that the work being undertaken is a work thought necessary by the 
engineer for the City of Toronto to accommodate the large amount of traffic 
that is now using the said highways, and the traffic that it is expected will use 
the highways in the future, and that to accommodate such traffic it is found most 
desirable to widen the pavement along Avenue Road, Lonsdale Road and Oriole 
Parkway. 

Although it was strongly urged by Counsel for the City of Toronto that the 
intention is to destroy at least the top of the pavement now in existence on these 
several streets, and construct a heavier and better pavement, we are of the 


opinion that the work being undertaken is a widening of the pavement on Avenue , 


Road, Lonsdale Road and Oriole Parkway as above mentioned, and is therefore 
governed by Section 2, Subsection (q) of ‘‘The Local Improvement Act’ above 
referred to. Such being the case it can only be done under “The Local Improve- 
ment Act”’ on petition. ; 

We are therefore of the opinion that the By-law for which the Board’s 
approval is asked, not being in accordance with the provisions of the Act, is 
beyond the jurisdiction of the Council to pass, and beyond the jurisdiction of 
this Board to approve. 


(Sgd.) C. R. McKeown, © 


(Seal) Chairman. 


(Sgd.) J. A. Extis, 


: Vice-Chairman. 
Dated at Toronto this 27th day of September, A.D. 1933, 


appeal dismissed 


tn 
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This application by the Corporation of the City of Toronto pursuant to 


Section 8 of “The Local Improvement Act” for approval of a proposed under- 
taking by the corporation as local improvements of the construction of certain 
paving works on portions of the above-mentioned streets has first come before 
this Board on Monday, 18th September, 1933, for determination of a preliminary 
question of jurisdiction. 

Owners of lots which front upon those portions of the streets mentioned upon 
which the proposed paving works are to be undertaken in addition to voicing 
other objections contend that the proposed works are actually or in effect a widen- 
ing of the pavements now existing upon the said streets, and that as the widening 
has not been petitioned for by the property owners in accordance with ‘‘The 
Local Improvement Act’ the City Corporation is powerless to proceed with the 
proposed works and therefore this Board has no jurisdiction to entertain or deal 
with the application before it. . 


The facts of the matter appear to be as follows: 


(a) Avenue Road—The existing pavement, 24 feet in width, was con- 
structed in 1908. When laid it consisted of a 4-inch concrete foundation 
upon which was laid a 2-inch asphalt top. The work was done as a local 
improvement but its estimated lifetime expired many years ago. The 
pavement has in recent years required to be repaired and this has been done 
at the expense of the Corporation at large. 

(b) Lonsdale Road—The existing pavement, 24 feet in width, was 
constructed in 1910. When laid it consisted of a 5-inch concrete foundation 
upon which was laid a 2-inch asphalt top. The work was done as a local 
improvement but its estimated lifetime expired some few years ago. Such 
repairs as have in recent years been done to the pavement were made at 
the expense of the Corporation at large. 

(c) Oriole Parkway—The existing pavement, 28 feet more or less in 
width, was constructed partly in 1914 and partly in 1924. When laid it 
consisted of a 6-inch concrete foundation upon which was laid a 2-inch or 
24-inch asphalt top. The work was done as a local improvement and the 
estimated lifetime of the section constructed in 1924 has not yet expired. 
Repairs, if any, done to the latter section of the pavement, are of necessity 
undertaken at the expense of the Corporation at large. 


According to the evdence of the Commissoner of Works for the City given 
before this Board, the Corporation’s intention, subject to the exception noted 
hereunder, is to scrap the existing pavements and to lay new pavements con- 
sisting of an 8-inch concrete foundation upon which a 3-inch asphalt top will be 
laid. The width of the proposed pavements will be 46 feet on Avenue Road, 
46 feet on Lonsdale Road and 54 feet on Oriole Parkway. 

The Commissioner of Works states that when the work is undertaken and 
the surface of the existing pavements is stripped off he will utilize in the new 
pavements such portions of the foundations of the existing pavements as may 
appear to be useful to leave in position. He says that until the work is under- 
taken and the present asphalt tops are removed it is impossible to say how much, 
if any, of the existing foundations can be utilized in the new work. 

The Commissioner of Works also states in evidence that he would not pee 
the existing pavements as they are and widen them, because La are not o 
sufficient thickness to provide for traffic conditions as he expects them to pies 
in the future and for which the proposed new works are to provide. The oe 
missioner as an engineer of experience states that he would not lay any pavements 
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ckness of at least 8 inches 


se streets unless the foundations were of a thi 3 
oon Wenese OOS 0 , and that it would be 


and were of greater width than the existing pavements 
both an economic waste and a failure to provide for traffic requirements to merely 
relay the existing pavements with a greater thickness and of the same width. 

“Counsel for the protesting property owners maintain notwithstanding the\ 
contentions of counsel for the City and the evidence of the Commissioner of 
Works that the proposed undertakings are nothing more or less than a widening 
of the existing pavements, and particularly so if it is proposed to incorporate in 
the new undertaking any portion of the existing pavement as 1s contemplated. 

“The Local Improvement Act”’ by Section 2 authorizes works of the character 
or description mentioned therein to be undertaken as local improvements) 
Clause (f) of Section 2 specifies ‘‘Paving a street”’ as one of these works. Paving 
as defined in Clause (7) of Section 1 of the Act includes macadamizing, planking 
and the laying down or construction of any description of pavement or roadway 
and the construction of a curbing, and ‘‘pavement’’ as defined by Clause (q) of 
the same section includes any description of pavement or roadway. 

Section 8 of the Act as re-enacted by Section 2 of ‘The Local Improvement 
Amendment Act, 1932”’ (Chapter 30), authorizes the construction of a pavement 
as a local improvement free from the necessity for petition or limitations of a 
counter petition if the proposed work is approved by this Board, and the present 
application is made under this section. 

It is as well to note here that ‘‘construction’’ as defined by Clause (c) of 
Section 1 of the Act includes reconstruction wholly or in part when the lifetime 
of the work has expired. 

Prior to 1929 some doubt must have arisen as to the power of a municipality 
to undertake as a local improvement the widening of a pavement upon a street, 
and by Section 2 of Chapter 60 of the Statutes of 1929 the Act was amended by 
the addition of Clause (q) to Section 2 as follows: 


(q) Widening on petition only, a pavement on a street. 


The question to be determined is whether the proposed undertakings of the 
City Corporation are actually or in effect the widening of the pavements now in 
existence on Avenue Road, Lonsdale Road and Oriole Parkway. If they are 
then in the absence of a petition the City Corporation is powerless to proceed 
under the Act and this Board cannot deal with the application before it except 
by way of dismissal for lack of jurisdiction. 


Having given the contentions of counsel for the property owners full con- 
sideration I find it impossible to alter the opinion I formed at the hearing that 
the proposed undertakings are in no sense a widening of a pavement. To my 
mind the provisions of Clause (q) added in 1929 apply only to such cases as the 
widening of an existing pavement which is to remain intact and in use as jt was 
before the proposal for its widening was made‘and until its lifetime estimated or 
actual, expires. Numerous illustrations exist of cases where a sea pavement 
has been laid and which in later years has been widened by additional strips of 
pavement being laid contiguous thereto on either or both sides ee cone 
without the original and existing pavement being in any way disturbed or inter 
fered with. Clause (q) comes clearly into play in connection with such widenings. 

But to contend that the clause also a 
the existing and narrower pavement is to be 
to be replaced by a new pavement of greate 
my mind stretching the clause not only bey 
ture as expressed in the clause but also t 


pplies when it is contemplated that 
removed wholly or substantially and 
r width and of greater thickness is to 
ond the contemplation of the Legisla- 
© a point touching upon the absurd. 
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And too, even if it is anticipated that some portion of the existing pavement may 
be utilized in the new undertaking. 


If the contentions of the property owners are sound then, in the absence of 
their petition, the City Corporation is for all time in the future limited to the 
undertaking as local improvements of any pavements upon the streets in question 
(and any other streets in the City where the circumstances are similar) to a width 
not exceeding that which is in existence when the new works are proposed. It 


is difficult to appreciate that such is the proper construction to be placed upon 
Clause (q) of Section 2. 


In my opinion the proposed undertakings do not fall within Clause (qg) of 
Section 2 at all but are of the nature of new works involving in whole or in part 
the reconstruction of existing pavements, and subject to the exception below 
noted, are within the provisions of Section 8 and no petition is requisite to their 
undertaking. 


A difficulty however exists with respect to that section of the proposed pave- 
ment on Oriole Parkway laid in 1924 which was not present to my mind at the 
preliminary hearing and which was not voiced by anyone present. If I am correct 
in my opinion that the proposed pavement on Oriole Parkway is a new work and 
involves as I think it does the reconstruction of the existing pavement, then it is 
questionable if the time has yet arrived when its undertaking can be proceeded 
with as a local improvement, having regard to the fact that the estimated lifetime 
of the existing pavement has not yet expired, and if the City Corporation desires 
to proceed with that particular work at the present time it will be necessary to 
satisfy the Board that there is power to proceed under the present application. 


My judgment in the matter therefore is that Clause (q) of Section 2 of ‘The 
Local Improvement Act” having no application in fact or in law, it is competent 
for this Board to deal with the application now before it and to hear it upon the 
merits, but that for the reason above stated it is questionable whether the under- 
taking of the proposed new pavement upon Oriole Parkway can be approved 
under the Act. 

(S¢d.) HERBERT L. CUMMINGS, 
Commissioner, 
19th September, 1933. 


September 7th, 1933. 
ORDER 


Upon the application of the above-named Applicant in the presence of 
counsel for a number of property owners, upon hearing the evidence adduced on 
behalf of the Applicant and Respondents, upon hearing counsel for the Applicant 
and the Respondents, and this Board being of the opinion that it has no jurisdic- 
tion to entertain this application, it therefore orders: 


1. That the said application be and the same is hereby dismissed. 
2. And it is further ordered that the Corporation of the City of Toronto shall 
pay the sum of Ten Dollars, the Board’s fee for Law Stamps on this order. 


(Sgd.) C. R. McKerown, 
(Seal) Chairman. 
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PROCEDURE FILE A-4738 


BETWEEN: 
H. R. A. Moyer, 
Appellant, 
—and— 
The Corporation of the Township of Scarborough, 
Respondent. 


(Assessment Appeal— Land and Buildings (2 parcels), $44,925.00) 


July 26th. Notice of Appeal filed. 
November 7th. Hearing, 10.30 a.M., 11.00 to 11.20 a.m., at the Board’s 


Chambers. Appeal withdrawn (no costs). (No fee for Law Stamps.) 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4739 


BETWEEN: 
Norman P. Martin, 
Appellant, 
—and— 
The Corporation of the Township of Scarborough, 
Respondent. — 


(Assessment Appeal—Land and Buildings, $59,800.00) 


July 26th. Notice of Appeal filed. 
November 7th. Hearing, 10.30 to 11 A.M., at the Board’s Chambers. 
Appeal withdrawn. (No,costs.) (No fee for Law Stamps.) 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4741 


In the matter of the application of W. A. MacDowell and others, under 
Section 18 of “The Municipal Act,” for the incorporation of certain portion of the 
Township of Neelon (situate within the existing United Township Municipality 
of Neelon and Garson), under the name of ‘“‘The Town of Coniston.” 

July 27th. Application (Petition), Plan and Resolution of the United 
Townships filed. 

August 3rd. Affidavit as to population, and other material filed. 

October 20th. Draft Orders re incorporation and re nomination of can- 
didates and first election, and appointment of Returning Officer, filed. 

October 24th. Orders. 


October 24th, 1933. 
ORDER 


Whereas by an Act passed by the Legislature of the Province of Ontario 
and known as “The Municipal Act,” R.S.O. 1927, Chapter 233, and amendin 
Acts, it is enacted that the Ontario Municipal Board may in ine manner by ie 
said Act provided, upon the application of not less than seventy-five male 
inhabitants of the locality, each of the full age of twenty-one years incorporate 
as a town corporation the inhabitants of a locality having a population of at 
least five hundred situate in one or more of the provisional judicial districts 
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whether or not it lies within an existing Township Municipality, such locality 
having an area not exceeding seven hundred and fifty acres for the first five 
hundred of its population, with three hundred acres or fraction thereof added for 
each additional five hundred of its population or fraction thereof; 

And whereas by their petition filed, it appears that at least seventy-five male 
inhabitants of a certain locality in the Township of Neelon, in the District of 
Sudbury, hereinafter described, each being of the full age of twenty-one years, 
are desirous of an Order being made pursuant to the provisions of the said ‘‘The 
Municipal Act,” declaring that the inhabitants of the said locality shall be 
constituted a body corporate under the name of “The Corporation of the Town 
of Coniston,’’ and describing the limits of the said Town; 

And whereas there has been filed with the Secretary of this Board the affidavit 
of D’Arcy Olivier, Clerk of the Municipal Corporation of the Townships of Neelon 
and Garson, bearing date the 1st day of August, A.D. 1933, showing that the 
population of the said locality as it appears from the assessment roll records is 
one thousand five hundred and eighty-five; 

And whereas there has been filed with the Secretary of this Board a certified 
copy of the Resolution passed by the Council of the Municipal Corporation of 
the Townships of Neelon and Garson; 

And whereas it has been made to appear that the said locality has a popula- 
tion of over one thousand five hundred and an area not exceeding 1,221.13 acres; 

And whereas public notice of the application to this Board for the said 
Order was duly published in the issues of the Sudbury Star, a newspaper published 
in the City of Sudbury, in the District of Sudbury, on the 9th, 12th, 16th and 
19th days of August, A.D. 1933, pursuant to the request of this Board; 

And upon hearing read the petition filed, the affidavit of D’Arcy Olivier 
aforesaid, dated the 1st of August, A.D. 1933, filed, the Resolution of the Council 
of the Municipal Corporation of the Townships of Neelon and Garson, and the 
issues of the Sudbury Star of the 9th, 12th, 16th and 19th of August, 1933, 
containing the published notice of the application herein, 

1. It is ordered and declared that on, from and after the 31st day of Decem- 
ber, A.D. 1933, the inhabitants of the locality hereinafter described shall be 
incorporated as a Town Corporation under the name of “The Corporation of 
the Town of Coniston.”’ 

2. And it is further ordered and declared that the Town of Coniston shall 
comprise all that territory hereinafter described, that is to say: 


The east half of the south half of Lot Number Two (2) in the Second 
Concession of the Township of Neelon, containing 78 acres; 

The north half of Lot Number Two in the Second Concession of the 
Township of Neelon, containing 156 acres; 

The east half of the north half of Lot Number Three in the Second 
Concession of the Township of Neelon, containing 79.5 acres; 

The northwest quarter of the north half of Lot Number Three in the 
Second Concession of the Township of Neelon, containing 39.75 acres; 

The northeast quarter of the north half of Lot Number Four in the 
Second Concession of the Township of Neelon, containing 37.88 acres; 

The south half of Lot Number Two in the Third Concession of the 
Township of Neelon, containing 160 acres; 

The west half of the north half of Lot Number Two in the Third Con- 
cession of the Township of Neelon, containing 80 acres; 

All of Lot Number Three in the Third Concession of the Township of 


Neelon, containing 320 acres; 
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The east half of the south half of Lot Number Four in the Third Con- 
cession of the Township of Neelon, containing 80 acres; : 

The south quarter of the north half of Lot Number Four in the Third 
Concession of the Township of Neelon, containing 40 acres; npr, 

The east quarter of the north three-quarters of the north aa 
Four in the Third Concession of the Township of Neelon, ou oe 

The south half of the south half of fo Three in the Four 
Concession of the Township of Neelon, containing 80 acres; 

The southeast quarter of the south half of Lot Number Four in the 
Fourth Concession of the Township of Neelon, containing 40 acres. 


(Sgd.) C: R. McKEown, 
(Seal) Chairman. 


October 24th, 1933. 
ORDER 


Whereas this Board this day has made an Order incorporating the Town of 
Coniston, in the District of Sudbury; 


And whereas an application has been made for an Order fixing the date and 
place for the holding of the nomination of candidates for the first election and 
appointing a Returning Officer to hold the said election and for such further 
Order as to the Board might appear proper; 


And upon hearing read the said Order incorporating the said Town of 
Coniston: 


1. It is ordered that the first election of a Mayor and Six Councillors of and 
for the said Town of Coniston be held according to law; that D’Arcy Olivier, 
Esquire, be the Returning Officer to hold the said Election, and that the Nomina- 
tion Meeting for the nomination of candidates for the said several offices be held 
by the said D’Arcy Olivier on Monday, the First day of January, A.D. 1934, at 
the Town Hall, in the Town of Coniston, at the hour of Ten O’Clock in the 
forenoon, and if the said Mayor and six Councillors are elected by acclamation 
the said Returning Officer shall forthwith declare the result; that in case more 
candidates are nominated for an office than are to be elected, the Returning 
Officer shall adjourn the proceedings until the 8th day of January, 1934, on which 
day a poll shall be opened by the said Returning Officer at the said Town Hall in 
the Town of Coniston, at the hour of nine o'clock in the forenoon, and shall be 
kept open until five o’clock in the afternoon of the same day; and the said Return- 
ing Officer shall declare the result of the said poll at the said Office at the hour of 
Twelve O'Clock noon on the 9th day of January, 1934. 


2. And it is further ordered that except as herein otherwise provided, the 
proceedings in and about the said election and subsequent thereto shall be in 
accordance with the provisions of ‘‘The Municipal Act”’ in that behalf. 


3. And it is further ordered that the first meeting of the Mayor and Council 
so elected shall be held at the Town Hall in the Town of Coniston at the discretion 
of the Mayor elect within one week of the Declaration of the Returning Officer. 


(Sgd.) C. R. McKeown, 


(Seal) Chairman. 
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PROCEDURE FILE A-4746 


BETWEEN: 
The Toronto Hunt. 
Appellant, 
—and— 
The Corporation of the Township of Scarborough, 

Respondent. 

(Assessment Appeal—52.08 acres, $104,000.00 

31.97 acres, 47,955.00 

$151,955.00) . 


July 29th. Notice of Appeal filed. 

August 2nd. Cross-appeal filed. 

November 28th. Hearing of Appeal and Cross-appeal, 10.30 A.M. to 5 P.M., 
at the Board’s Chambers. Adjourned to 29th inst., at 10.30 a.m. 

November 29th. Hearing concluded. Appeal dismissed. (Cross-appeal 
withdrawn. No costs.) 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4747 


BETWEEN: 
The Canada Cement Company, Limited, 
Appellant, 
—and— 
The Corporation of the Village of Lakefield, 
Respondent- 


(Assessment Appeal—Business Assessment, $45,000.00) 


August 1st. Notice of Appeal filed. 

October 5th. Hearing, 10.30 to 11.00 at the Board’s Chambers, on question 
of Board’s jurisdiction. Board decides it has not jurisdiction herein. (No 
costs. No Law Stamps.) 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4762 


Application by the Corporation of the City of Ottawa, under Section 8 of 
“The Local Improvement Act,” as re-enacted by Section 2, Chapter 30, Ontario 
Statutes, 1932, for approval of the undertaking of the following Local Improve- 
ments and the passing of a By-law therefor: 


(a) Five-foot concrete sidewalk on the west side of Chapel Street, from 
Rideau Street to a point 135 feet southerly; 

(b) Five-foot concrete sidewalk on the north side of Daly Avenue, from King 
Edward Avenue to a point 100 feet westerly (objection filed by the 
Church of St. Alban-the-Martyr) ; 

(c) Resurfacing with asphalt of Echo Drive, from Bank Street to Riverdale 

Avenue (objection by Mrs. J. S. Williamson, C. E. Bleakney, Alfred E. 

McIntyre and Sr. M. Ange de I’Eucharistic and others) ; 

Four-foot concrete sidewalk on south side of Echo Drive, from Bank 

Street to Riverdale Avenue (objections by Mrs. J. S. Williamson, (CyE- 

Bleakney, Alfred E. McIntyre and Sr. M. Ange de !’Eucharistic and 

others) ; 


(d 


SS 
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7 m 
(e) Five-foot concrete sidewalk on east side of Bronson Avenue, fro 


Gladstone Avenue to Florence Street; and : 
(f) Five-foot concrete sidewalk on east side of Lyon Street, from Arlington 


Avenue to McLeod Street (objection by J. K. Meredith and others). 

August 12th. Application filed. 

Senne: igh Order approving undertaking of works on (a) Chapel 
Street and (e) Bronson Avenue, and passing of By-law therefor. 

October 6th. Hearing re (6), (c), (d) and (f), 10.00 to 11.00 a.m., Court 
House, Ottawa. (The Vice-Chairman authorized under Section 17, Chapter 27, 
Ontario Statutes, 1932.) : 

(b) Recommended that 75 per cent. of the cost of the work be paid by the 

. property owners and 25 per cent. by the City. 

(c) Hearing adjourned to Thursday, October 19th, 1933, at 9.30 A.M., 

Court House, Ottawa. 
(d) Hearing adjourned to Thursday, October 19th, at 9.30 A.M., Court House, 
Ottawa. 

(f) Report: Recommended that Petition be allowed with liberty to City 

to initiate work again next year. 

October 11th. Reports adopted. 

October 12th. Draft Order ve (b) filed and Order issued accordingly. 

October 20th. Hearings continued re (c) and (d), 9.30 A.M., Court House, 
Ottawa. Adjourned sine die. 


Wednesday, the 11th day of October, 1933. 


In the matter of the application of the Corpora- 
tion of the City of Ottawa, under Section 8 of ‘‘The 


BEFORE: Local Improvement Act”’ as re-enacted by Section 
2 of “The Local Improvement Amendment Act, 
C. R. McKeown, 1932,” for approval of the undertaking of certain 


Chairman, and | Local Improvement work as set forth in the 
Notice of Intention dated the 20th day of July, 
Jee Aye Bins Esox 1933, and the passing of a By-law therefor, and 

Vice-Chairman. In the matter of the objection of the Church of 
St. Alban the Martyr to the construction of a 
sidewalk on the north side of Daly Avenue from 
King Edward Avenue to a point 100 feet westerly. 


October 11th, 1933. 
ORDER 


The application of the Corporation of the City of Ottawa, under Subsection 
(3) of Section 8 of ‘‘The Local Improvement Act,” as re-enacted by Section 2 of 
“The Local Improvement Amendment Act, 1932,” for the approval by the Board 
of the undertaking of the construction of a five-foot concrete sidewalk on the 
north side of Daly Avenue from King Edward Avenue to a point 100 feet westerly 
having come on to be heard before Mr. Vice-Chairman Ellis, duly authorized 
under Section 17 of ‘‘The Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932," ata special sittings 
held pursuant to appointment at the City of Ottawa on Friday, the 6th da of 
October, A.D. 1933, at the hour of ten o'clock in the forenoon thenuden 
hearing read the Notice of Intention to apply to the Board for appreval of ih 
said work which had been published as provided by Subsection (3) of Section 5 
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of “The Local Improvement Act’’ and the Local Improvement reports upon the 
said work prepared pursuant to the said Act, and upon hearing what was said 
both in opposition to and in favour of the undertaking of the said work, and of 
the distribution of the cost thereof as set forth in the said Local Improvement 
report, and Mr. Vice-Chairman Ellis’ report on such hearing having been this 
day adopted as the Order of the Board, 

1. The Board hereby approves of the undertaking by the Corporation of the 
City of Ottawa of the construction of a five-foot concrete sidewalk on the north 
side of Daly Avenue from King Edward Avenue to a point 100 feet westerly and 
the passing of a By-law therefor and orders and directs that twenty-five per 
centum (25 per centum) of the total cost of the said Local Improvement pave- 
ment (in which percentage shall be included that part of the cost thereof which 
the said Corporation is by the provisions of ‘The Local Improvement Act” 
required to pay) shall be borne and paid by the Corporation of the City of 
Ottawa and the remaining seventy-five per centum (75 per centum) of the cost 
thereof shall be assessed against the abutting property in accordance with the 
provisions of ‘““The Local Improvement Act.” 

2. The Board directs that its fee for the said Sittings be fixed at the sum of 
$10.00 to be paid by the said Corporation in Law Stamps to be affixed to this 
Order. 

(Sgd.) C. R. McKeown, 
(Seal) Chairman. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4765 


BETWEEN: 
Canadian International Paper Company, 
Appellant, 
—and— 
The Corporation of the Town of Hawkesbury, 
Respondent. 


(Assessment Appeal—Mill Property, $18,880.06) 


August 21st. Notice of Appeal filed. 

November 13th. Subpoena issued to Town of Hawkesbury. 

November 16th. Hearing, 10.00 a.m. to 5.45 p.m., Court House, Ottawa. 

November 17th. Hearing continued, 9.00 a.m. to 10.30 a.m. Adjourned to 
November 30th, 1933, at 10.00 A.M. 

November 30th. Hearing continued, 10.00 A.M. to 5.00 P.M. 

December 1st. Hearing continued, 10.00 A.M. to 2.10 P.M. Adjourned to 
27th inst., at 10.00 A.M. 

December 27th. Hearing continued, 10.00 A.M. to 5.00 P.M. 

December 28th. Hearing continued, 9.30 A.M. to 5.00 P.M. 

December 29th. Hearing continued, 9.30 a.M. to 1.00 P.M. Judgment 
reserved. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4768 
In the matter of the Petition of Rochester Heights, Limited, and others, 


under Section 20 of ‘‘The Municipal Act,’ for the annexation to the Town of 
Timmins of part of the Township of Tisdale. 
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August 22nd. Petition, Resolution of Township, Agreement between ne 
Town and Township, Surveyor’s Description and Sketch Plan and other materia 
filed. = 
August 30th. Petition granted. Applicant’s Solicitor to draft Order. 
September 8th. Draft Order filed. 
September 11th. Order issued. ; 

September 11th, 1933. 
ORDER 


Whereas a majority of the Municipal electors in that part of the Township 
of Tisdale hereinafter mentioned and described did properly petition this Board 
to add the same to the Town of Timmins, and the Municipal Council of the 
Town of Timmins did on the 8th day of May, 1933, by resolution declare that it 
is expedient that the said part of the said adjacent Township should be annexed 
to the Town of Timmins. : 

And whereas after notice of such Resolution and Petition the Municipal 
Council of the said Township of Tisdale did by resolution dated the said 8th day 
of May, 1933, consent to the annexation of the said lands to the Town of Timmins 
on terms and conditions as to the adjustment of assets and liabilities, taxation, 
assessment, improvements or otherwise as should be agreed upon by the Councils 
of the said municipalities, or determined by the Board. 

And whereas as the result of negotiations held subsequently an agreement in 
writing dated the 10th day of July, 1933, was entered into between the Corpora- 
tions of the said Town of Timmins and the Township of Tisdale which fixed the 
adjustment of assets and liabilities, improvements and otherwise in respect of the 
said annexation at $1.00 to be paid by the Corporation of the Town of Timmins 
to the Corporation of the Township of Tisdale; and wherein it was agreed that 
the taxes imposed by the Council of the Township of Tisdale against the lands in 
question for the year 1933 shall belong to the said Corporation of the Township 
of Tisdale, to be collected and recovered as provided by Section 40 of ‘‘The 
Municipal Act’; and also that it shall not be necessary for the parties hereto to 
enter into any agreement or proceed with any arbitration under the provisions 
of Section 37 of “The Public Schools Act” after the annexation in question shall 
have been ordered by this Board. 

And whereas all Statutory requirements have been complied with and the 
terms and conditions agreed upon meet with our approval. 

This Board doth hereby order that the mineral and surface rights of all and 
singular those certain parcels or tracts of land in the Township of Tisdale and 
District of Cochrane comprising parts of the southwest part of the south part of 
original Lot 11, Concession 3, and the northwest part of the north part of original 
Lot 11, Concession 2, comprising the lands subdivided and registered in the Land 
Titles Office for the District of Cochrane at Cochrane as Plan M15, Cochrane; 
the lands registered in the said Land Titles Office at Cochrane as parcel 3279, 
Whitney and Tisdale, and lands originally registered in the said Land Titles 
Office as parcel 2991, Whitney and Tisdale, which are more particularly described 
and set out in the sketch plan and description of the said area, made by Chas. V 
Gallagher, O.L.S., dated August 18th, 1933, hereto attached, be and the mente 
hereby annexed to the said Town of Timmins, as and from this date pursuant to 
the terms and conditions stipulated in the said agreement between the Corpora- 
tion of the Township of Tisdale and the Town of Timmins, dated the 10th day of 
July, 1933. 

(Sed.) C. R. McKeown, 


(Sea) Chairman. 
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PROCEDURE FILE A-4770 
In the matter of Section 119 of “The Telephone Act.” 


BETWEEN: 
The Commissioners for the Telephone System of the 
Municipality of Tuckersmith, 
Applicants, 
and 


John B. Mustard, 
Respondent. 
(For an Order requiring the Respondent to deliver up all 
books, vouchers, papers and other documents belonging to 
The Tuckersmith Municipal Telephone System.) 


August 15th. Application and material filed. 

August 18th. Hearing (Chairman authorized under Section 17, Chapter 27,, 
Ontario Statutes, 1932). Decision of Board reserved pending settlement between 
parties of question as to audit of books, etc. 

August 31st. Order directing Audit. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4771 


In the matter of the application of the Corporation of the City of St. 
Catharines, under Section 8 of “The Local Improvement Act,” as re-enacted by 
Section 2 of ‘‘The Local Improvement Amendment Act, 1932,” for approval of 
the undertaking of the construction of an asphalt surface 12 feet in width, on 
Trafalgar Street, from Yates Street to Ontario Street, in pursuance of Notice of 
Intention of the Council of the said Corporation dated the 31st day of July, 1933, 

And in the matter of the objection of A. A. Widdicombe and others thereto. 


August 24th. Application and material filed. 

September ist. Hearing, 11 a.m., City Hall, St. Catharines. (Mr. Com- 
missioner Cummings authorized under Section 17, Chapter 27, Ontario Statutes, 
1932.) 

September 8th. . Report of Mr. Commissioner Cummings filed and adopted. 


REPORT 


In the above matter I attended at the City Hall in St. Catharines, on Friday 
the 1st of September, at 11 a.M., and heard the application and the objections 
thereto. 

Mr. G. M. Lampard appeared for the City Corporation and for the Petition- 
ers, Messrs. A. Widdicombe, F. J. Murphy, and Grove Davis appeared in person. 

Mr. B. F. Lamson, City Engineer, gave evidence with respect to the existing 
pavement on Trafalgar Street, as to the present condition, the repairs requisite 
to be made and the desirability of resurfacing the pavement. 

The present pavement, which is a Westrumite, was constructed in 1913 on 
a concrete base as a local improvement. Fifteen-year debentures were issued to, 
pay for the cost of the work and these debentures were fully paid in 1929. 
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Prior to the expiration of the lifetime of the work, repairs ie eS iy ae 
and have been made yearly for the past eleven years or SO. The cos a he 
repairs has been borne by the Corporation at large. Further ees a fa 
necessary and the City Council feel that the time has come when it is desirable to 
resurface the pavement both from economic and physical eae ate 

The Engineer estimated that the annual cost of repairs had been abou 4 
and that until the pavement was resurfaced a similar annual expenditure wou 

ired in the future. : : 
: Tlie estimated cost of resurfacing, with a 214-inch asphalt binder top, is 
$1,350, part of which cost would be charged to the frontage at an annual rate of 
about 18 cents per foot for ten years. : gee 

The Petitioners who appeared all stated that their main objection to the 
work being undertaken was purely from a financial standpoint as they were 
already overburdened with taxation and that to increase their taxes at the present 
time to pay for a new pavement would be an additional burden which they were 
anxious to avoid at the present time. fc 

Before taking the hearing I visited Trafalgar Street and inspected the condi- 
tion of the pavement. I found places where there were holes in the pavement 
which I am sure extend in depth to the concrete foundation, and in other places 
the surface was commencing to disintegrate. Upon questioning the engineer | 
gathered that repairs of a temporary nature could be made so as to more or less 
protect the base and at the same time put the street in a reasonable condition for 
traffic, at a cost somewhere between $50 and $75. 

After discussing the whole matter with those present, including the Mayor, 
I suggested perhaps the City Council would consider postponing the application 
for a year and in the meantime make temporary repairs at a small cost, thus 
avoiding increase in taxation for the present in the hope that business conditions 
will improve and enable the taxpayer more easily to meet his obligations, and 
that I would refrain from making my report until I had heard whether the City 
Council would or would not concur in my suggestion. 

I now understand the City Council desires to proceed with the application. 

In my opinion the City has not established the absolute necessity for pro- 
ceeding with the resurfacing of the pavement on Trafalgar Street at the present 
time and in view of the general desirability of avoiding any further increase in 
the burden to be borne by the taxpayers, I think the matter could well stand for 
another year, the City Council in the meantime making such necessary and 
temporary repairs to the surface of the pavement as it may deem expedient. 

I recommend, therefore, that no Order be made approving of the undertaking 
of the above-mentioned work at this time, leaving it open to the City of St. 
Catharines to renew its application next year if the City Council sees fit so to do. 


(Sgd.) HERBERT L. CUMMINGs, 
Commissioner. 


C. R. McKeown, Eso., K.C., 
Chairman, 
Ontario Municipal Board, Toronto. 


Toronto, 8th September, 1933. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4787 


In the matter of the Petition of H. J. Heinz Company, under Section 20 of 
“The Municipal Act,” for annexation to the Town of Leamington of Part of the 
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Tewnship of Mersea, and being part of Lots Nos. 6 and 7, in the First Concession 
of the said Townshp. 


September 11th. Petition, Resolution of Council of the Town of Leamington 
and other material filed. 

November 28th. Further material filed. 

December 19th. Hearing, 10.30 to 10.40 a.M., at the Board’s Chambers. 
Application granted. Applicant’s Solicitor to draft Order and have same 
approved by the Township of Mersea. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4793 


In the matter of the application of the Corporation of the City of Ottawa, 
under Section 8 of “The Local Improvement Act,” as re-enacted by Section 2 
of “The Local Improvement Amendment Act, 1932,’ for approval of the under- 
taking of certain Local Improvement Works and the passing of a By-law therefor, 
and 

In the matter of the objection of J. A. Dobie to the construction of a sidewalk 
on the east side of O’Connor Street, from McLaren Street to the south limit of 
Lot 4, and 

In the matter of the objection of George D. Howith (Administrator of the 
estate of John T. Whelan) to the construction of a sidewalk on the west side of 
Cumberland Street, from Clarence Street to Murray Street. 

September 15th. Application and copy of Notice of Intention dated August 
23rd, 1933, and other material filed. 

October 6th. Hearing, 10.00 to 11.00 a.m., Court House, Ottawa. (Vice- 
Chairman authorized under Section 17, Chapter 27, Ontario Statutes, 1932.) 
Report: Recommended that Petitions be dismissed. 

October 11th. Report adopted. 

October 12th. Draft Order filed and Order issued. 


October 11th, 1933. 
ORDER 


The application of the Corporation of the City of Ottawa, under Subsection 
(3) of Section 8 of ‘‘The Local Improvement Act,’’ as re-enacted by Section 2 of 
“The Local Improvement Amendment Act, 1932,” for the approval by the Board 
of the undertaking of the construction of those certain Local Improvement side- 
walks hereinafter set forth, having come on to be heard before Mr. Vice-Chairman 
Ellis, duly authorized under Section 17 of “The Ontario Municipal Board Act, 
1932,” at a special sittings held pursuant to appointment at the City of Ottawa, 
on Friday, the 6th day of October, A.D. 1933, at the hour of Ten O'Clock in the 
forenoon, whereupon upon hearing read the notice of intention to apply to the 
Board for approval of the said works which had been published as provided by 
Subsection (3) of Section 8 of “The Local Improvement Act” and the Local 
Improvement reports upon the said works prepared pursuant to the said Act, 
and upon hearing what was said both in opposition to and in favour of the under- 
taking of the said works, and Mr. Vice-Chairman Ellis’ report on such hearing 
having been this day adopted as the Order of the Board, i 

1. The Board hereby approves of the undertaking of the works set forth in 
Schedule ‘‘A” hereto and the passing of a By-law authorizing the construction 


of same. 
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2. The Board directs that its fee for the said Sittings be fixed at a ee 
$10.00 to be paid by the said Corporation in Law Stamps to be affixed to this 


ee (Sgd.) C. R. McKeown, 
Chairman. 


(Seal) 
SCHEDULE “A” 
Report | Nature of Work Location From To 
No. 

696-C_ | A five-foot con- | East side of MacLaren Street The south limit of 
crete sidewalk O’Connor Street Lot 4 

697-C_ | A six-foot con- | West side of Clarence Street Murray Street 
crete sidewalk Cumberland 

Street 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4797 


Application by the Corporation of the City of Ottawa, under Section 398 
of “The Municipal Act,” for approval of its Restricted Area By-law No. 7735, 


prohibiting the use of land and the erection or use of buildings for any other than | 


residential purposes within a certain area in Central Ward defined in the By-law. 
September 20th. Application and material filed. 
October 20th. Hearing, 10.00 to 10.10 a.m, Court House, Ottawa. Appli- 
cation granted. 
October 21st. Draft Order filed. 
October 24th. Order issued. 


October 20th, 1933. 
ORDER 


The application of the Corporation of the City of Ottawa, under Section 398 
of “The Municipal Act,” for approval of its By-law No. 7735, being a By-law of 
the Corporation of the City of Ottawa prohibiting the use of land and the erection 
or use of buildings for any other than residential purposes within that area in 
Central Ward therein defined, having come on to be heard at the Court House, 
Ottawa, on Friday, the 20th day of October, 1933, pursuant to an appointment 
given by the Board and dated the 20th day of September, 1933, in the presence of 
Counsel for the Corporation and of certain owners of property affected by the said 
By-law, and it appearing that notice of the said application had been duly served 
upon all the owners of property affected by the said By-law by mailing thereto a 
copy of the said appointment and of the said By-law by registered letter at least 
ten clear days before the date fixed for the said Hearing, and upon hearing what 
was alleged in favour of the said By-law, and no one objecting thereto, 

1. The Board hereby approves of By-law No. 7735. 

2. And the Board directs that its fee for Law Stam ‘ i 
Se Seas ps to be affixed to this 


(Sgd.) J. A. Ets, 
(Seal) Vice-Chairman. 


4 


NE 
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PROCEDURE FILE A-4801 


In the matter of an appeal from the decision of the County Judge as touching 
the assessment of The Blyth Municipal Telephone System for Business and 
Income Tax. 


BETWEEN: 
The Commissioners for the Telephone System of 
The Municipality of Blyth, 
Applicants, 
—and— 


The Municipality of The Village of Blyth, 

Respondent. 
September 27th. Notice of Appeal filed. 
October 25th. Hearing, Town Hall, Goderich, Judgement reserved. 
November 8th. Judgment delivered. 

November 27th. Approved draft Order filed. 

November 27th. Order issued. 


JUDGMENT 


The Respondent, the Municipality of the Village of Blyth, established a 
municipal telephone system, doing business in the said Village of Blyth, and in 
some one or more of the surrounding Townships, and the Applicants, the Com- 
missioners of the said telephone system, were duly elected to manage the affairs 
of the said system. 

The Municipality seeks to assess and tax the gross receipts of its own 
telephone system, and to subject it also to a business assessment. 

At the hearing held at the Town of Goderich on Wednesday, the 25th day of 
October, 1933, Mr. M. H. Ludwig, K.C., as Counsel for the Applicants, con- 
tended that the municipal system now taxed by the Respondent, is not under 
the Act a telephone company, referred to by Section 14, Subsection (1) of “The 
Assessment Act,” and that therefore it is not liable to assessment as to its gross 
receipts. 

But the definition of ‘‘telephone company” as it appears in the Act includes 
a person, and the word “‘person”’ is to be interpreted as including a body cor- 
porate, and we are quite decided that a municipal telephone system owned and 
operated by the municipality is a telephone company as referred to in Section 14 
of ‘‘The Assessment Act.”’ See ‘“Hydro-Electric Power Commission of Ontario 
and City of Hamilton, 47 O.L.R., 115.” 

The Municipal Telephone System, therefore, under Section 14, being a 
telephone company operated in a village, is liable to be assessed for 60 per cent. 
of the amount of the gross receipts, and we feel that means the gross receipts 
received by the system for business done within the Municipality of the Village 
of Blyth. 

It was admitted, and the evidence supported the admission, that the gross 
receipts for the business of this system within the Municipality of Blyth, including 
$400.00 from long-distance tolls, was $2,330.00, 60 per cent. of which amounts 
to $1,398.00, and for this amount the system was properly assessed by the 
Municipality of the Village of Blyth in connection with its gross receipts. 
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As to the business assessment, it was admitted that the assessment of SPE 
was correct, provided the system is liable for a business assessment at all. ae 

It was argued that because the property was exempt from taxation no bust- 
ness tax could be collected as the business tax issues out of, and is connected with 
the property, but in the case above mentioned, in 47 O.L.R., it is se that 
“property’’ means “‘real property,’’ that business assessment is a personal tax, 
and is not affected by the exemption of property, the assessed value of the 
property being only a method of arriving at the amount of the business assessment. 

For this reason we are of the opinion that the business assessment must 
stand at $733.00, and the assessment roll be changed as to the assessment upon 
the gross receipts, making the assessable gross receipts $1,398.00 instead of 
$5,005.00 as at present. : : 

Success being therefore divided as between the parties hereto, this Board 
does not allow costs in connection with this appeal. 

The Board’s fee for Law Stamps herein, $15.00, shall be paid by the 
Respondent. 

(Sgd.) C. R. McKeown, 
Chairman. 


(Sgd.) HERBERT L. CUMMINGS, 
Commissioner. 


Dated at Toronto, this 8th day of November, 1933. 


October 25th, 1933. 
ORDER 


1. Upon the application of the Commissioners of the Telephone System of 
the Municipality of Blyth by way of Appeal from the Judgment of His Honour 
Judge Costello, dated the 26th day of July, 1933, and upon hearing the evidence 
adduced and what was alleged by Counsel for the Parties, 

2. It is ordered that the business assessment of $733.00 for which the 
Applicants are assessed by the said Respondent shall stand at the said amount. 

3. And it is further ordered that the assessment of gross receipts of the said 
Applicants at the sum of $5,005.00 be and the same is hereby reduced to the 
sum of $1,398.00 and that the assessment roll of the said Respondent be changed 
accordingly. 

4. And it is further ordered that as success is divided as between the Parties 
hereto that this Board does not allow costs in connection with this appeal except 
the sum of $15.00 for Law Stamps which shall be paid by the said Respondent, 
the Municipality of the Village of Blyth. 


(Sgd.) C. R. McKerown, 
(Seal) Chairman. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4809 


Application by the Corporation of the City of Toronto, under Subsection 
(2b) of Section 398 of ‘‘The Municipal Act,” for approval of its By-law No. 13963 
being a By-law to repeal By-law No. 9712 in so far as it prevents the conversion 
of No. 30 Maynard Avenue into a duplex-dwelling house. 

October 2nd. Application and material filed. 
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October 24th. Hearing, 10.30 to 10.40 a.m. Application granted. 
Applicant’s Solicitor to draft Order. 

October 26th. Draft Order filed. 

October 27th. Order issued. 


October 24th, 1933. 
ORDER 


On the application of the Corporation of the City of Toronto, for approval, 
pursuant to Section 398, Subsection (2b) of ‘‘The Municipal Act,” being R.S.O. 
1927, Chapter 233, of its By-law No. 13963, having come on by appointment for 
hearing this day before this Board, in the presence of Counsel for the Applicant 
and of Counsel for the owner of property No. 30 Maynard Avenue, no one appear- 
ing for the other property owners affected, although duly notified according to the 
said Statute and the directions of this Board given thereunder as appears by 
affidavits filed, upon hearing read the material filed, and upon hearing what was 
alleged by Counsel, and it appearing that there was no opposition to the said 
application, 

The Board orders, under and pursuant to the said Statute, that By-law 
No. 13963 of the Corporation of the City of Toronto, being intituled “A By-law 
to repeal By-law No. 9712 in so far as it prevents the conversion of No. 30 
Maynard Avenue into a duplex-dwelling house,’ be and the same is hereby 
approved. 

(Sgd.) C. R. McKeown, 
(Seal) Chairman. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4810 


BETWEEN: 
Harry Dalrymple, eé al, 
Applicants, 
—and— 
The Commissioners for the Telephone System of the 
Municipality of Tuckersmith, 
Respondents. 


(Complaint under Section 90 of “The Telephone Act”’ as to service) 


October 2nd. Application and material filed. 

October 25th. Hearing, 2.00 to 3.00 P.M., Court House, Goderich. Com- 
missioners given three weeks to take action, otherwise inspection will be made by 
the Board’s Telephone Inspector and the Board’s Order will be based on such 


report. 
November 3rd. Order placed by Respondent for loading coils. 


PROCEDURE Fire A-4813 


icati 1 Gj i 98 (20) of “The Muni- 
Application by the City of Stratford, under Section 3 ( 
eal Rgee al of its By-law No. 3525, amending its Restricted Area 
Bea No. 2740 as to property on the corner of Nile and Albert Streets to permit 
the use of same for the purpose of carrying on the business of a Funeral Home and 


Undertaking Establishment. 
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October 5th. Application and material filed. : 

October 25th. Hearing, 3.30 p.M., Council Chamber, Stratford. (Chair- 
man authorized under Section 17, Chapter 27, Ontario Statutes, 1932.) Appli- 
cation granted. Applicant’s Solicitor to draft Order. 

November 3rd. Draft Order filed. 

November 3rd. Order issued. 


October 25th, 1933. 
ORDER 


Upon the application of the said Corporation, such application having been 
duly heard pursuant to appointment; upon reading the consent of a number of 
interested property owners filed; upon reading the affidavits of Walter Herbert 
Dorland and James Morgan Riddell filed, and no one appearing in opposition 
thereto, 

The Board orders, under and in pursuance of the provisions of Section 398 
of “The Municipal Act,” that the said By-law No. 3525, entituled “By-law 
No. 3525 of the City of Stratford, being a By-law to amend By-law No. 2740,” 
be and the same is hereby approved. 


(Sgd.) C. R. McKeown, 
(Seal) Chairman. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4815a 


Application by the City of Brantford, under Section 8 of “The Local Improve- 
ment Act,” as re-enacted by Section 2 of “The Local Improvement Amendment 
Act, 1932,” for approval of the undertaking of the construction of storm sewers 
on Huron Street, from Brighton Street to Edward Street, and on Edward Street 
from Huron to Gordon Street, and asphalt pavement on Eagle Street from the 
Canal to Erie Avenue. 

October 24th. Application filed. 

November 10th. Hearing, 10.30 a.m. to 10.45 a.m., Council Chamber, 
City of Brantford. (Vice-Chairman authorized under Section 17 of Chapter 27, 
Ontario Statutes, 1932.) Report: Application in respect to each work refused 
unless majority of property owners’ petition for work to be gone on with and 
yeeen certified by the Clerk. In this event Order to be made approving the 
work. 

November 13th. Report adopted. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4825 


In the matter of the application of the Corporation of the City of Ottawa 
under Section 398 of “The Municipal Act,” for approval of its By-law No. 7748, 
restricting the use of land or the erection or use of buildings within a certain aren 
in St. George’s Ward (described in the By-law) to detached private dwelling 

ouses. 

October 18th. Application and material filed. 

November 16th. Hearing, 9.00 to 9.30 a.m., Court House, Ottawa. ihe 
Board directs that the By-law be amended to exempt the west half of Block 57 
and the northerly 100 feet and the southerly 100 feet of the east half of Block 
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No. 57 from the By-law; the amending By-law to be approved by Mr. H. P. 
Hill, K.C., and when so approved the Board will issue Order. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4827 


BETWEEN: 
The Corporation of the Township of Scarborough, 
Appellant, 
—and— 
The Scarborough Golf Club, 
Respondent. 


(Assessment Appeal—Land _—_ $14,300.00) 
(Building 50,000.00) 
(Business 8,000.00) 


(Total $72,300.00) 


. October 19th. Notice of Appeal filed. 
October 30th. Notice of Corss-appeal filed. 
November 28th. Hearing, 10.30 A.M., at the Board’s Chambers. Adjourned 
to 10.30 A.M., December 6th, 1933. 
December 6th. Hearing continued, 10.30 a.m. to 12.30 p.m. Judgment 
viva voce: On assessment of building, Judgment of County Judge affirmed. 
(See Reporter’s notes.) Cross-appeal as to land withdrawn. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4847 


Application by The Wroxeter Telephone Company, Limited, under Section 
90 of “The Telephone Act,” for authority to close the Central Office in Gorrie 
and transfer all subscribers’ circuits terminating upon the switchboard now 
located at that point to Wroxeter. 


October 31st. Application and material filed. 

November 24th. Hearing, 1 to 3.30 p.M., Township Hall, Gorrie. (Chair- 
man authorized under Section 17, Chapter 27, Ontario Statutes, 1932.) 

December 16th. Report of Chairman filed and adopted. 

December 16th. Order. 


REPORT 


The undersigned, having heard the evidence of all parties relative to this 
application, recommends that the annexed Order be adopted as the Order of the 
Board. eae : 

(Sed.) C. R. McKEown, 
: Chairman. 


I concur: (Sgd.) J. A. ELLis, 


Vice-Chairman. 


Toronto, December 16th, 1933. 
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December 16th, 1933. 
ORDER 


Upon the application of the above-named Applicant, and upon reading the 
report of C. R. McKeown, Esq., K.C., Chairman, who, pursuant to appointment, 
heard the evidence adduced on behalf of the Applicant and other parties interested, 

The Board orders pursuant to the provisions of Section 90 of “The Telephone 
Act” (R.S.O. 1927, c. 227), and subject to the conditions herein provided, that 
the application of the Applicant, the Wroxeter Telephone Company, Limited, 
for authority to close its Central Office in the Village of Gorrie in the County of 
Huron and transfer all subscribers’ circuits now terminating at that point to the 
Central Exchange switchboard located in the Village of Wroxeter in the County 
of Huron, be and the same is hereby granted. 


And the Board further orders: 


1. That the Applicant shall furnish to any resident in the Village of Gorrie 
“Individual Line,”’ ““Two-Party Line” or ‘‘Four-Party Line” service upon pay- 
ment of the charges as approved by Order of this Board dated November 8th, 
1932, or such other charges as may from time to time be approved by this Board. 


2. That the Applicant shall at its cost extend the present trunk circuit from 
Fordwich, now terminating at the Central Office in Gorrie, to its Central Exchange 
switchboard located in the Village of Wroxeter. 


3. The Applicant shall maintain a Public Pay Station in the Village of Gorrie 
to which there shall continue to be connected the present Long-Distance Toll-Line 
Circuit of the Bell Telephone Company of Canada. 


And the Board makes no order for costs, save and except that the Applicant 
shall pay $15.00 for the Law Stamps required for this Order. 


(Sgd.) C. R. McKeown, 
(Seal) Chairman. 


PROCEDURE FILE A-4859 


In the matter of Section 8 of “The Local Improvement Act,’’ as re-enacted 
by Section 2 of “The Local Improvement Amendment Act, 1932,’’ and 


In the matter of the application of the Corporation of the Township of Trafal- 
gar for approval of the undertaking of the construction of a watermain on Centre 
Avenue from 161 feet south of McDonald Road to 570 feet north of the Toronto- © 
Hamilton Highway, and the passing of a By-law therefor, and 


In the matter of the objection of Mary L. Williams and others thereto. 
November 9th. Application and material filed. 


November 23rd. Hearing, 10.30 a.m. to 12 mp., at the Board’s Chambers. 
eae part heard and adjourned to Thursday, December Tthy 1933h at 
.30 A.M. b 


December 7th. Hearing continued. 10.30 to 10.55 icati 
dismissed. No fee for Law Stamp. ee 
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PROCEDURE FILE A-4879 


BETWEEN: 
L. B. Beath, 
Appellant, 
—and— 
The Corporation of the City of Toronto, 
Respondent. 


(Assessment Appeal—Income, $77,074.00) 


November 28th. Notice of Appeal filed. 
December 19th. Hearing, 11 a.m. to 12.30 p.m. Judgment wiva voce at 
conclusion of Hearing: Appeal dismissed. (See Reporter's notes.) 


ANALYTICAL CLASSIFIED INDEX OF APPLICATIONS TO THE BOARD 


LIST OF APPLICATIONS RESPECTING PROVINCIAL RAILWAYS 
DURING 1933 
Procedure Plan 
; File 

Canadian National Railways—Closing of Agency Station at Superior 

JWMNeTIon, Onizrsio (Gxe IPF, O)). obo ku co bo coeodkoudubuncoooes lacy A-4606 
Canadian National Railways—Approval of Plan showing dimensions and 
location of Passenger and Freight Shelter at-Mileage 20.9, Kinghorn 

SubdivistoniOntarion separa one spa nye Mn ney ia ceria tivr runs aeY A-4613 
Fort William, City of—Approval of temporary reduction in fares on Fort 
William Street Railway to five cents cash (November 51th, 1933, to 

Decembenrdl st 1933S) pts tak, toes een N MN gee pela ol miata Ms: sate wed eR A-3947 
Port Arthur Street Railway (Public Utilities Commission)—Approval of 
temporary reduction of fares, to a straight five-cent fare, for months of 


November and December, 1933. emp Edeauouola Gms Goce do Sass Shoe u AO. A-4837 
Sandwich, Windsor & Amherstburg Railway Company—Appointment of 
(G) iMembersiof{Companyar ieee oneal on eee A-4674 


Toronto Transportation Commission: _ Si ‘ 
Approval of Plan of proposed addition of one curve to existing special 


track work at Front and Frederick Streets................ Cerone A-4520 628 
Approval of Amendment to Commission’s By-law No. 1 (re leaning out 

OLCATAWINGCOWS)!S eae pice Fee re TR rR AOR aL Foc en ear A-4567 
Approval of Plan of Cross-over on Lansdowne Avenue, just north of 

GCollegesS tree tar om cae re eneam eccrine ara monst yeni eee sonon, LEY 629 
Approval of Operation of certain type of One-Man Cars (bringing 

APPLOValMUpheordate) ant w eri a eyesore CC rans test pata be A-4603 


Approval of By-law repealing certain old By-laws and embodying new 
rules re smoking, standing on exterior portion of car or bus, inter- 
ference with equipment and changing of moneys................. A-4567a 
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ONTARIO MUNICIPAL BOARD FOR 1933 


MISCELLANEOUS 


ANNEXATIONS 


Fareed te Petition of Rochester Heights, Limited, et al, for 
annexation thereto of part of the Township of 
Tisdale (southwest quarter of the south half of 
Lot 11, Concession III, and the northwest quarter 
_of the north half of Lot 11, Concession II)....... 
Rega ca hs Petition of H. J. Heinz Company for annexation 
thereto of part of the Township of Mersea (Parts 
Lots 6 and 7, Concession [) 


ARBITRATIONS 


(Including References under ‘‘The Highway Improvement Act” and 
“The Public Works Act’’) 


George F. Webb and County of Wentworth—Expropriation of parts Lots 2, 3 and 4, 
Concession IV, Township of Barton, County of Wentworth................... 
Harry J. and Carrie E. Knepper and Niagara Parks Commission—Expropriation of 
Part Lot 15, Broken Front Concession, southeast angle of Township of Willoughby, 
@ountysoisWellandia 2st a Rincon aero oe Sree elotie ig) oh eee e cae tos 
T. A. Bebee and Department of Northern Development—Expropriation of certain 
lands in Township of West Ferris for purposes of Trans-Canada Highway...... 
Goodier, John Edward and Department of Highways of Ontario—Expropriation of 
Part Lot 1, Concession VII, Township of Pelham, County of Welland (now Lot 
64, lant 25, Villeroy oma oll) ag oo5 oa kowloopusovmaaliaes kobe oodzcounbscods 
Davidson, F., and Department of Highways of Ontario—Expropriation of Part Lot 1, 
Concession VII, Township of Pelham, County of Welland (now Lot 65, Plan 25, 
Wile Ce IKOaIN)) co ooasedcaieecosouedsononsbeonceosogsoyensouuane bcos 
Cusson, Mathias, and Department of Highways of Ontario—Expropriation of Lot 17, 
Broken Front Concession, Township of Hawkesbury, County of Russell........ 
James, Charles E., and Department of Highways of Ontario—Expropriation of Part 
Lot 3, Concession IV, Township of Elzevir, County of Hastings............... 
Wallace, E. E., and Department of Highways of Ontario—Expropriation of Part Lot 
296, Plan M-372, Township of North York, County of York.................-. 


ASSESSMENT APPEALS 


Amount 
Childs Company, Limited, vs. City of Toronto (Land and Buildings)... $227,312 00 
Adams Furniture Co., Ltd., vs. City of Toronto (Land and Buildings). 591,500 00 
Mary Carty Estate and Martha Carty Estate vs. City of Toronto (Land 


aletal BipIGhYES); acu ahooseaogap onsen Jahoeaunbensonbencsae soc 365,000 00 
347 Bay Street Corporation, Ltd., vs. City of Toronto (Land and 

Bint Ghiaess))n cau caqsase ssaocn ovoAwacn OK HON Selene Bande enseAGse 496,333 00 
Moore, Nancy, Henry T., and Alfred Franklin, vs. City of Toronto 

Cosgrave Building...............-:. S bats eo seve Geradadusaen a 407,834 00 
Toronto Savings & Loan Co. and Kents, Limited, vs. City of Toronto— fe snare 

LEVEL Ls See AM Geto SR OURO SEER Ore OROW CO Sed NG 9h HOG 2 
Binghams, Limited, vs. City of Toronto—Land Ie tye ang a ee i ICRA 178,200 00 
Huron & Erie Mortgage Corporation vs. City of Toronto—Land and ; 

iOVICHIOF. on daansoownessaoous eo nomeandganvsanecaouanendeoc: BET 00 
Ottawa Land Association, Ltd., vs. City of Ottawa—Land............ 206,926 00 
Dominion Bank vs. City of Toronto—Land and Buildings............ 2,020,375 00 
Toronto United Garages, Limited, vs. City of Toronto—Land and os caging 

IAAL Jo bes Oden buomaeeronu uO OMmotAS Mu denodsauose ac : 

te eee vs. City of Toronto—Land and Buildings. ......... 387,057 00 
Holt Renfrew Co., Ltd., vs. City of Toronto—Land and Buildings..... Bena oe 
Jay, A. J., vs. City of Toronto—Land and Buildings......... Pahenad renee ge 
Tugman, C. F., Estate of, vs. City of Toronto—Land and Buildings. to IGG Se on 
Dunfield & Co., Ltd., vs. City of Toronto—Land and Buildings....... 195,308 


Rathbone, Helen E., and Annie, vs. City of Toronto—Land and Buildings 67,000 00 


119 


Procedure 
File 


A-4768 


A-4787 


A-4648 


A-4689 
A-4713 


A-4543 


A-4543a 
A-4594 
A-4649 
A-4841 


Procedure 
File 
A-4491 
A-4492 


A-4493 
A-4500 
A-45 14 


A-4531 
A-4532 


A-4538 
A-4540 
A-4542 


A-4545 
A-4546 
A-4547 
A-4548 
A-4549 
A-4550 
A-4551 
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Imperial Oil, Limited, vs. City of Toronto—Land ang ae aie 
14 King Street East, Limited, vs. City of Toronto—Land an uildings 

Globe Realty, Ltd., vs. City of Toronto—Land and Buildings......... 400,900 00 A-4554 
Guardian Realty Company of Canada, Ltd., vs. City of Toronto— 


Canada Permanent Trust Co. vs. City of Toronto—Land and Buildings 
Bank of Toronto vs. City of Toronto—Land and Buildings........... 


Fairweathers, Ltd., vs. City of Toronto—Land and Buildings......... 
Henry Cawthra Lands, Ltd., and Ellis Bros., Ltd., vs. City of Toronto 418,292 00 A-4571 
Ryrie-Birks, Ltd., A. M. Adamson and W. H. Cawthra vs. City of 


ASSESSMENT APPEALS—ConTINUED 


Amount 


eandvandeb nildingsy 25 parcels serra acer ensnnteretaeistel etek eee 


Procedure 


File 


$698,625 00 A-4552 
246,750 00 A-4553 


1,571,375 00 A-4555-6 
145,333 00 A-4557 
947,000 00 A-4558 


Childs Company, Ltd., vs. City of Toronto—Land and Buildings...... 416,575 00 A-4559 
Michie & Co, Ltd., vs. City of Toronto—Land and Buildings. PEN 243,000 00 A-4560 
King, Victoria, Ltd., vs. City of Toronto—Land and Buildings........ 640,842 00 A-4561 
Bowles Lunch, Limited, vs. City of Toronto—Land and Buildings... .. 385,450 00 A-4562 
Quebec Buildings, Ltd., vs. City of Toronto—Land and Buildings..... 705,150 00 A-4563 
Crown Life Insurance Co. vs. City of Toronto—Land and Buildings... 310,600 00 A-4564 
Toronto, City of, vs. T. Eaton Co., Ltd.—Property and Business...... 5,907,183 00 A-4565 


364,500 00 A-4570 


Moronto——lvandrandabuildingseee sire eee eerie ss aera 588,200 00 A-4572 


Imperial Oil, Limited, vs. Town of Fort Frances—Land and Buildings. 19,300 00 A-4708 
H. R. A. Moyer vs. Township of Scarborough—Land and Buildings. . . 44,925 00 A-4738 
Norman P. Martin vs. Township of Scarborough—Land and Buildings. 59,800 00 A-4739 


The Toronto Hunt vs. Township of Scarborough—Land, also Cross- 
151,955 00 A-4746 


ap peallige meme Mis Galen sa marie hae aU Toe ao eat anne a ahd eee 
Canada Cement Co., Ltd., vs. Village of Lakefield—Business.......... 45,000 00 A-4747 
Canadian International Paper Co. vs. Town of Hawkesbury—Mill 

PRO DERE yeas sc wo yea eS ES ee Ee 818,880 00 A-4765 
Commissioners for Telephone System of Municipality of Blyth vs. Cor- g 

poration of Village of Blyth—Business and Income.............. 5,738 00 A-4801 
Scarborough, Township of, vs. Scarborough Golf Club............... 72,300 00 A-4827 
Ontario Jockey Club vs. City of Toronto—Land and Premises and 

BUSINESS sesProrimt ics else ihea Ac wean au Ue tac ge Une siec n Ty 954,579 00 A-4839 
Robt. M. Yeomans & Co. vs. City of Toronto—Land and Buildings.... 123,275 00 A-4866 
Beath 0-7) B vss CityzofMoronto——Incomem ene esse ee 77,074 00 A-4879 
City of London vs. Silverwoods Securities, Ltd—Income............. 47,453 00 A-4886 
Boake Manufacturing Co., Ltd., vs. City of Toronto—Land.......... 92,000 00 A-4900 

BILLS 


(Referred to the Board under Section 51, Chapter 27, Ontario Statutes, 1932) 


Municipality Bill No. Procedure 
(1933) File 
iGo, WOW Ot. ooonccccassucesoor DOE a eS EN SIE A-4610 
Cornwall alow nofseeniis aie wanna 44 Ue eee a ga aria alicia A-4611 
BY-LAWS 


(Approved under Section 78 (c) of ‘‘The Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932'’) 


Municipality By-law Purpose P 
pies No. 
Mimico, Town of........ 883 Repealing By-law 869 appointing Finance Com- 
TMISSLON erent een ey ee Wl Redon 


Rosseau, Village of...... 78 Amending By-law 40 ($15,000 for Hydro-Electric 


Mimico, Town of........ 887 Re Agreement for consolidation of debt owing to 


Caledon, Township of.... 996 Liquidation of $1,610.34 of debenture issue of 


rocedure 
File 


A-4449a 


A-4690 
A-4758 
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DEFAULTING MUNICIPALITIES 
(Part VI, Chapter 27, Ontario Statutes, 1932) 


Procedure 

Mimico, Town of........ “46 

Los Beata, Alb een oo kee: He cptac rec ustuca doevenecguecucien: A-4600 
DSSS, INO oe emu oat OP sunabeenE ean aL boobed Peouse: ote ocr A-4630 
Sse Brorclar Usihinies Comimesom,....ccs.-.esscescacc. cece. ou... R Were 
Hawkesbury, Mowniolengesi eer on Ute pre tae ene ae ens ee ing sss ues A-4698 
Dyyeaia Municipality of Me ay Se aa Ree one oe ae PSS ‘N.4749 
Rocklandisowntotea wrasse tres ide edo Webi) Te pieinyaNie Uyaliee a in ay aes 4795 
MOR IGaeT Onn ip ote ereg euents etree Gi pada yr Gatien Ui matte ce Ee in Seed A-4856 
Base vorkgRownshiplol Wc i aoe iy NO a ena ee A-4865 


DEFAULTING ROMAN CATHOLIC SEPARATE SCHOOL BOARDS 
(Part VI, Chapter 27, Ontario Statutes, 1932) 


Procedure 
WaSallesmMow notes) Sincie oe ee Ferre 
NUL UCTS sre CS ol tates aire at ene aa eng Ce dnc Re A-4420a 
Sandwich Bast eo winishiipyo teresa Recension tenement ae NL tos ui ieee ‘A-4008a 
EXTENSION OF DEBENTURE ISSUE PERIOD 
(Section 296 (11) (12) of ‘‘The Municipal Act’’) 
ig Procedure 
Municipality By-law No. Purpose Amount File 
Brantford, City of...... 2196 amended City’s share of cost of C.N.R. 
; by 2245 ' Subwayeeee eeepc $75,000 00 A-4678 
Rosseau, Village of..... 40 amended MHydro-Electric Power Distri- 
by 78 butioniSysteme yen nien se 13,000 00 A-4690a 
Owen Sound, City of.... Zevanended Local Improvements—Sewers 52,521 37 A-4735 
y 418 
Gloucester, Township of. 14 (1930) Drainages Workers 2,312 62 A-4759c 
amended by 
20 (1932) 
North York, Townshipof 443 (Con.) Local Improvements—Water- 
IMAINS eee mene oe nee 10,825 00 A-4798 
Kingston, City of....... 22 (1928) Local Improvements—Pave- 
TEMES tens atone ey rettees oats 121,445 35 A-4877a 
Kingston, City of....... 27 (1929) Local Improvements—Pave- 
INIENESE oe ace eT eee wae 142,299 20 A-4877b 
Kingston, City of....... 19 (1930) Local _Improvements—Pave- 
MENUS ® serine eet aaa 114,716 30 A-4877c 


FLOATING INDEBTEDNESS 


(Authority to Municipalities to Issue Debentures to Pay—Under Section 78 (d) of 
Part V, of Chapter 27, Ontario Statutes, 1932) 


By-law Procedure 
Municipality No. Amount File 
Rea, WOW Oia boocassoszacabcounocdo pos soooDDoGoOnGe 1422 $30,000 00 A-4486 
Rode Cardbrays, Willey Ole oe soc cacao asgocs0dp Donnas seqnaue 380 5,000 00 frien 
INelsonsbRownsHipyo feces seer rene eth heen 945 98,000 00 A-4502 


(Gananoquey Mownlofe-n esr eee tartrate tli 30,000 00 A-4513 


Bracebridge, Down Of... .4-- 20. ---2. seer 580 15,000 oe Awad 
IB\osAbbaFeTON, AMOWIN Ol, oo 60 s600acaaccoaeeosbanboDEepeosnode 746 60,000 ge ae 
Wattiorcl, Wile O's oncosnanecccconusguges50ocsnuaconusGo pets sone a Fee 
Gorminear, WORMED Ol. .cocoescos0scosocodbananenosodnAD OR Say Fane e ae 
Biaglanandi, INOW Css ons ecocnccccangono0n Dc aesoreabananas 274 ' -4602 


F733 BANE Oh oO BoE tla Ca ooo rE Upe Doom pees ois 40.000 00 A-4615 
ee Le hee a (ie ARORBO. FRAGA 
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FLOATING INDEBTEDNESS—ContTINUED 


Procedure 
Amount File 

North Fredericksburg, Township of..............-.....---- 4 $49,000 00 Ae 
sen RssouIiZ, ANON. 4 Go dock eauadudaposuaousncosaaoH os see 88,000 00 i iaeen 
Ambherstbure sland: howmship) Ol. eyaemnccrehyt-e 2 teiateree eke 219 10,000 00 A- ee 
[Sevombkion, (CHisy Oils sto. odonesucotanccedbavongudcbecddoe oo 4524 20,900 00 A-4 
INorthy Baya Cityzo tena ecm uarrer ies eae a earn aaron eel 1115 200,000 00 A-4721 
Rortibrances clowno ten sc sneere tena tes en cencee end eae 1110 50,000 00 A-4777 
IMGtchellepho wn heeyacN aye een eee canine oacemetenarsaete ie ieee 20,000 00 A-4769a 
IPreStOmm Owls Olen stoi emee aye Oates Gea te hie aah net ened cgck eyias 1121 8,000 00 A-4812 
Ald borough eeRownship)ofetscec tates ernment eile 1527 12,000 00 A-4824 
Hastings Goun tyzolmermnmetc meio ae icv ho eens roe ese 96,687 79 A-4826 
SSane Wall, AON Sessa een cs usbooesuunosoGocboaoe dus 2099 40,000 00 A-4868 
Midland imMowmntolerteieotoncitisteceseco tacit nema iene ee 1331 50,000 00 A-4881 


FIRE HALLS, FIRE ENGINES, ETC. 
(‘The Municipal Amendment Act, 1931,’’ Chapter 50, Section 27) 


Procedure 
Municipalit Purpose Amount File 
Brockville, carnal ...Combination Hook and Ladder Truck, etc..... $15,500 00 A-4512 
Tillsonburg, Town of... Installation and Extension of Fire-protection Hs 
SHES Te Se a ere marinas Ctra talimcarae 20,000 00 A-4794 
HIGHWAYS (NARROW) 
(Section 490 (2) of ‘The Municipal Act’’) 
By-law Procedure 
Municipality No. Purpose File 
Waterloo, Township of. 306-A Extension, etc., of Waterloo Street, (Police) 
Village of Bridgeport (40.26’).............. A-4526 
Hamilton, City of..... 4493 Opening, etc., of Mohawk Street (40’ 9/’)....... A-4618 
Ottaway City ofs 2.0: (See 7580) Opening of Imperial Avenue (55’).............. A-4625 
INCREASED BORROWINGS BY MUNICIPALITIES 
(Section 347 (7) of “The Municipal Act’’ as re-enacted by Section 10 (2) 
of Chapter 37, Ontario Statutes, 1933) 
eile Procedure 
Municipality Amount File 
Lennox and Addington, County of................. SBI Sere Hala maar ena A-4623 
Lincoln, County of ec eae See aera CN eae Lae hiey SAO GIO OOasvebohecscescus A-4679 
Bellevilleg@itysoleevetacme cctv et a gates teeter AD LOOOROOR e ene es , A-4724 
CaprealhmMowmneolin cura nels ayaa inners ir arate QO Opt per to Rey Rees A-4728 
Wictoriam Goumtysohmn eo) fast aay Need OO MERI s aaace sete A-4748 
Orillia townvolee ce Wisin scene ten eee TOO WO. cesoeedadsacece A-4761 
AN ITHOND) INGAN Cl saw gee Gens kacanud dolce duen ook UO ep immanent n eet A-4767 
Walia sion, Commatii7 5. Socosncneunscdesonvasdes 290000800 beer ke eee A-4775 
me tobicokemmlownship iota yeaa tae 125,000 00 in excess of 70% A-4796 
Colchester North, Township of.................... ELON Aad died raat sina acta te A-4804 
Shavanional, WOM OM. ss cascudsnusboocauceeses Neck are ee! Eeaiph a aes A-4808 
Eeroramlowna tenis pene wes one mene Uo et OO Orr kee Ricca PR AAs estes A-4819 
Flalton KC ountysoLie nes) akira s eee AIS ite UO QI Cee cei WSN ee A-4834 
1 Gioyenallls, Wowin Oi: 5. deso0sesnosveboasenasunsecs SO ey Re OE A-4835 
INorthy Bayne Cityroferee sci angen ce Manes Cues tel STOO Aese ee Mpa a A-4838 
IOMCACAHINE,, OKA Chis. 5 56a sonuhowuosadaeegncuess ORL PRETO S De nau a A-4843 
Westonplow mio fie ma eis tie en re pune int yn dori ty 50,000 00 in excess of 70% A-4849 
(Cyoveauoniay, WOW Oise Ssacss0ssse00eeerecnwe noe CLIO Fan its castes ‘ A-4852 
Soynth NSE: WORM isis ele hs sie yn cme ee eee NO) Pres iy vd ae ie ; Be A-4869 
SielVlanyseaow neon seeder eaiou pene TbGny wet ta. a) 16,000 00 in excess of 70% A-4888 
restony NOW Ole wamers Wun aka t nent yt MIMay ge: 30,000 00 in excess of 70% A-4891 
DR epastios, Woy Oi, oasvsnssindancdcsoseeuc ce. LOOM re eee ee 4 A-4893 


Miri cove MownkOne st ape selyare tate cs teint ote 21,000 00 in excess of 70% A-4920 
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INCORPORATIONS 
(Section 18 of ‘The Municipal Act,’’ Chapter 233, R.S.O. 1927) 
Rrosedure 
‘ ‘ il 
Coniston, Town of......... Incorporation of,—part of Township of Neelon (Neelon Es 
andiGarsom) cies eM oe yp sok ege tay hece near em ec A-4741 
CHANGE IN RATE OF INTEREST ON DEBENTURES 
Approval of, under Section 300 of ‘‘The Municipal Act”’ 
(Chapter 233, R.S.O. 1927) 
INTEREST INCREASE 
eo Debenture Pu A i 
A Municipality By-law No. ee Bee ae Soa eek 
Fort William, City of 3257 School Purposes..... 3330 514% to 6 % $487,525 00 A-4703 


INTEREST DECREASE 


St. Thomas, City of 2916 Highwa i 

C1 36 yconstruction 2952 6%to544% 42,340 21 A-4505a 
St. Thomas, City of.. 2917 Highwayconstruction 2953 6%to5} 4,874 65 A-4506 
Colborne, Village of.. 584 Electrical distribution Oa nies ; 


: system... 0... 597 614% to6% 15,000 00 A-4659 
Hamilton, City of.... 4405 Extension of Long- 72 é 
: ‘wood Road....... 4523 6%to5% 300,000 00 A-4675 
Petrolia, Town of.... 1422 Consolidation of float- d, @ 
IngyGebts meat 1432 6%to54%% 30,000 00 A-4486a 


LEGISLATION (SPECIAL) 


Procedure 
File 

Hand, Thos. Wm., vs. City of Hamilton—Appeal re Assessment of Lands on Longwood 

ARGOFE a ha ates co nl a in eNO sath ee Cac EN Ra gS TE elie ot Dine eee ee heh AERC A-4668 
Westdale Properties, Ltd., vs. City of Hamilton—Appeal re Assessment of Lands on 

Sterling: Streetucaa nn ieyccae sans sole iacow Sees esa aorah War A aia esoo bs ena eA Pate A-4669 
Carleton, County of—Approval of passing, etc., of By-law for County and Provincial 

Highway Construction (1932) and issue of debentures therefor ($27,036.00)..... A-4699 
Walkerville Housing Commission—Approval of form of Agreement revising Sales 

Agreements taken over from Border Housing Commission...................- A-4736 
Gloucester, Township of—Approval of debenture issue under By-law 14 (193@) as 

amended by By-law 20 (1932), $2,312.62, for drainage work.................. A-4759a 
Walkerville Housing Commission—Approval of form of Agreements (30) revising 

Sales Agreements taken over from Border Housing Commission............... A-4780 
Scarborough, Township of—Approval of undertaking (on Petition) of construction of 

watermain on Granger Avenue... 0.222200.) ieee eee te eee A-4816 
Walkerville, Town of—Approval of issuing of debentures under By-law 1378, $140,000 

for Housing Commission purposes. .....--- 0. +2 +222 eee eee eee A-4911 
Cobourg, Town of—Approval of the passing of By-law 1518, $2,200.00, for the pur- 

chase of park lands and authorizing the debenture issue therefor............... A-4913 


LOCAL IMPROVEMENTS 


(Approval of the Undertaking of Local Improvement Works and the Passing of a 
By-law therefor—Under Section 8 of “The Local Improvement Act” as 
re-enacted by Section 2, Chapter 29, Ontario Statutes, 1932) 


Date of Notice Work Procedure 
icipalit of Intention ile 
SSHRC Ra ieee Tee Dec. 12th, 1932 Sanitary sewer on Parker Street... ..- A-4489 
Brantford (City Gi ckncat Feb. 15th, 1933 Storm sewers, Waterloo and other 
f SEROUS Sapo eae slaiche ercieeakers A-4587 


Fi mnshi _ 28th, 1933 Concrete sidewalk, Don Mills Road, 
Bases Wennsiip chee o SOUCHESIC eae eerie er years A-4593a 
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LOCAL IMPROVEMENTS—ConTINUED 


Date of Notice Procedure 
icipali i Work ile 
Municipality of Intention 


(i 1 r idewalk, Strathmore Boule- 
Ge ae res pea Dentoe Park Avenue... A-4593b 


f i NV born Avenue...-..-.- A-4593b 
East York, Township of.. Feb. 24th, 1933 Watermain, Co Ges 
i City far. 17th, 1933 Widening of King Street from Ottav 
ee a es Hes Street a Kenilworth ovens: ae A-4628 
i ity i 1933 Cement walk on Main Street, sou 
Hamilton, City of....... April 26th, Sue ie Nem eOH poOMeN wed Fe 


of Emerson Avenue......--------: 


icok i : 1932 Macadam roadway on Edgehill Avenue 
Bee gee and watermain on Morgan Avenue. A-4704 


/ ity 8th, 1933 Sidewalk on west side of Percy Street 
Be a” tae : from McLeod Street to point 66 feet ere 
TORE pean eee ee Re - 
Simcoe, Town of........ June 16th, 1933 Sanitary sewer on Crescent Road and Ago 
Ranke leanne wearer Dbge ees NE Tt .O aa -4723 
OttawaraCityiotecnmmminar June 22nd, 1933 Curbing on south side of Woodbine 


Place; sidewalk on east side of Percy 
Street; and sidewalk on west side of 


lbyontStreetaeeheeee eee e oe “5 A-4729a-b-c 
ity Bae ne 30th, 1933 Concrete pavement on Avenue Road, 
ON aes June idoraeablts Road and Oriole Parkway A-4733 
Prescott, Town of....... June 15th, 1933 Pavement on Edward Street......... A-4740 
Guelph Gitysotem ener. June 20th, 1933 Curbs and gutters, Durham and other 
GMRENG oss obovooscosuctboe ooo oY AA75 4 
July 7th, 1933 Sidewalks, York Road and Woolwich 
IAVENUE Nee eon ee ae eee sae 
Kangston, City of: 2.5. ... May 26th, 1933 Pavements and sidewalks on Adelaid 
Streetwetossinn tr er eee ee A-4753 
North York, Township of April 26th, 1933 Macadam pavement, Poyntz Avenue. A-4756a 
North York, Township of April 26th, 1933 Watermain on Grey Street.......... A-4756b 
North York, Township of April 12th, 1933 Macadam pavement, Ranee Avenue.. A-4756c 
Ottaway Citveotnn wn. July 20th, 1933 Sidewalk, west side of Chapel Street; 


north side, Daly Avenue; resurfacing 

Echo Drive; and sidewalks, south 

side Echo Drive; east side Bronson 

Avenue, and east side Lyon Street.. A-4762 
St. Catharines, City of... July 31st, 1933 Asphalt pavement on Trafalgar Street A-4771 


St. Catharines, City of... July 31st, 1933 Asphalt pavement on Court Street... A-4771a 
Alvinston, Village of..... Aug. &th, 1933 Sidewalk, east side, River Street, south A-4779 
Ottaway City off eee oe Aug. 11th, 1933 Sidewalk, west side, Seneca Street and 

south side Gilmour Street, and curb- 

ing north side Gladstone Avenue... A-4781 
Kitchener, City of....... Aug. 3rd, 1933 Grading and gravelling of Crescent 

S theethenciae oases A-4792 
Ottawa, City of......... Aug. 23rd, 1933 Sidewalks on east side O’Connor 


Street; west side Cumberland Street; 
and south side Lewis Street (2 


SECUIOMS) Marti peers ten ener nh ne A-4793 
ondonm City,ofeeen nes Sept. 5th, 1933 Reconstruction of sidewalks used as 
driveways to certain gasoline sta- 

LLONSA =. Daren Me eae ge SRO Ore A-4807 
Etobicoke, Township of.. Sept. 7th, 1933 Watermain on Princeton Road....... A-4811 
Brantford, City of....... Sept. 12th, 1933 Pavements on Greenwich Street, etc.. A-4815 
Stratford, City of........ Sept. 14th, 1933 Gravel road on William Stree tae A-4817 
Forest Hill, Village of. ... Sept. 16th, 1933 Watermain on Caldow Avenue....... A-4818 
Stratford, City of........ Sept. 26th, 1933 Dar macadam road on Romeo Street.. A-4830 
Brantford, City of....... Sept. 12th, 1933 Sewers and pavements on Huron 

: : Streetyet em ey Neue sear A-4815a 
Saliniays City, Ofeeen aeeeee Oct. 12th, 1933 Sanitary sewer on Capel and Nelson 
i . Streets eons en ter ep se A-4857 
Trafalgar, Township of... Aug. 29th, 1933 Watermain, Centre Avenue.......... A-4859 
Brantford, City of....... Oct. 6th, 1933 Pavements, Clarence Street and Ter- 

: : TACe MAI anh Rae nhs oe eae band ore Sal A-4861 
Kitchener, CHAY Gis o.c nee Nov. 16th, 1933 Storm drain, Stahl Avenue.......... A-4903a 
Kitchener, City of....... Nov. 16th, 1933 Storm drain, Edward Street......... A-4903b 
Kitchener, City of....... Nov. 16th, 1933 “West Ward Drain”............... A-4904 


Fort Erie, Town of...... Noy. 14th, 1933 Sanitary sewer, Idlewylde Place...... A-4914. 
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LOCAL IMPROVEMENTS—PART ONLY OF WORK 
(Section 18 of ‘The Local Improvement Act’’) 
me eles Amending Original Procedure 
RPGR Chea Municipality By-law No. ier less No. ; Tiles 
Tat ie vs Evoa oso coda aU a AME AoC 9 (1933) 48 (1931) A-4541 
eats Village ee Boy 29S gop eSE Sagan a Ne ey 13852 13572 A-4592 
Rican | 719 70. -AATIOa 
Bree City Of eer an reet meet eaten ts Due mapas 13980 13905 A-4860 
AM CONRGl, (CHEY OR) osnaucoccccocGanaadgeanoane 2393 2386 A-4862 
LOCAL IMPROVEMENTS—APPORTIONMENT OF COST 
Municipality By-law No P Se a 
‘ : 5 urpose Fil 
Kincardine, Town of..... 1067 Revement on Penetangore Row and Huron ak 
j 5 CHAS QOS, coonnoccsccvsarcseouecss A-4709. 
Foneadine, Down of 55. 1068 Pavement on Penetangore Row............ A.4709b 
eee Town of..3.. 106944 Pavement on Albert Street...............- A-4709c 
Bincardine, Town of..... 1070 Pavement on Gordon Street............:.. A-4709d 
Kinesxdine) Town of... .. 1071 Sidewalk on Harbor Street, south side....... A-4709e 
ort ork, Township of 1770 and Pavements on Powell Avenue and Maniza 
1771 Streets Ss eaters Sek ei ee A-4744a 


LOCAL IMPROVEMENT—CLAIM FOR EXEMPTION OR REDUCTION OF 
ASSESSMENT OF PROPERTY FOR OPENING OF LANE 


(Section 27a of ‘The Local Improvement Act’’ as re-enacted by Section 2, 
Chapter 26, Ontario Statutes, 1933) 
m ths oho By-law Procedure 
Claimant Municipality No. Location of Lane File 
Buckley, John.... Toronto, City of 13580 Between Greenlaw Avenue and St. 
Clarens Avenue, north of Daven- 
lc Hata er mine Ran Gen Inoreee eee Graco A-4715 
Lennox, Robert C. Toronto, City of 13580 do. do. A-4715a 
McCordie, James.. Toronto, City of 13580 do. do. A-4715c 
Hancock, Ernest E. 
and Nellie...... doronto Cityaotmenaeee At rear of No. 203 Rosemount 
AV EMUCH aie s sek eves eeicrsee eS -4901 
“THE ONTARIO MUNICIPAL BOARD ACT, 1932” 
(Chapter 27) 
Procedure 
File 
County of Essex vs. City of Windsor—Appeal under Sections 93 and 106 (2) respecting 
payment of balance of cost of administration of justice.............-...-....- A-4788 
County of Essex vs. City of East Windsor—Appeal under Sections 93 and 106 (2) 
respecting payment of balance of cost of administration of justice..........--. A-4789 
PARKS—SETTING ASIDE PART OF FOR ATHLETIC PURPOSES 
(Section 12 of “The Public Parks Act,’’ Chapter 248, R.S.O. 1927) 
By-law Procedure 
Municipality No. Property affected File 
Midland, Town of..... thes Miidlancdshow nw par keener ire ee rene ceca A-4503 
Carleton Place, Town of 1084 PORE PAW, 6 coboonsonscaceoucusqupensot A-4666 
Palmerston, Town of... 723 Lots 90 and 91 north side of Daly Street and 
4 Lots 110 and 111 south side of Boulton Street A-4755 
Elora, Village of......-. 833 WARING PATE. co agsecdonocacepegcoanascc0encE A-4778 
Palmerston, Town of... 726 Lots 90 and 91, north side of Daly Street, and 
Lots 110 and 111, south side of Boulton Street A-4832 
POWER COMMISSION AND PUBLIC UTILITIES 
(Chapter 57, R.S.O. 1927, as enacted by Chapter 13, Section 3, 
Ontario Statutes, 1931) 
Procedure 
File 
Gore Bay, Town of—Approval of transfer of Distribution System (not Generating eer 
-4757 


System) to Hydro-Electric Power Commission of Ontario.........----+-+---:: 


THE REPORT OF THE 


No. 24 


REPEAL OF MONEY BY-LAWS AS TO RESIDUE NOT RAISED 


(Section 301 (2) of ‘The Municipal Act’’) 


Colborne, Village of—Approval of By-law 580, repealing By-lav 
By-law 562), $65,000.00 for Waterworks System; as to resi 
required thereunder........... 


w 554 (as amended by 
due of $10,000.00 not 


RESTRICTED AREAS 


(Section 398 of ‘‘The Municipal Act’’) 


By-law 
Municipality No. 

Toronto, City of...... 13818 
Toronto, City of.....- 13795 
Ottawa, City of..::... 7604 
Ottawa, City of :.....- 7605 
Ottawa, City of....... 7606 
Ottaway Gitysofeee 7610 
Etobicoke, Township of 4018 
Forest Hill, Village of. . 730 
Mimico, Town of...... 880 
OfttawarCitysotein sey 7641 
OftawaiCitysoti as. 7735 
OttawanGityofie ss 7748 
Forest Hill, Village of. . 629 
Forest Hill, Village of. . 751 


Area Restricted 

Homewood Avenue........---:-:++-+-s++05: 
Riverview Avenue, Snowdon Avenue and 

GolfdaletRoadiie tenn eee: 
Portion of St. George’s Ward.........------ 
Portion of St. George’s Ward........---.--- 
Portion of Dalhousie Ward..........-.--+-: 
Portion of St. George’s Ward.........------ 
Pearson Heights Avenue, etc..........----+: 
Castlefield Avenue, St. Clements Avenue, 

Briar Hill Avenue and Caldow Avenue..... 
Lake Shore Road, south or southwest side, 

between Edyth Avenue and Church Street. . 
Area) ini @entralavVarcpenyecteriais sincere ees 
Maclaren Street, etc. (part of Central Ward). . 
Mann Avenue, etc. (part of St. George’s Ward) 
Parts of Spadina Road, North Walmer Road 

andgViestar Drivel ster enema eee acer ecit: 
Old Forest Hill Road, between Eglinton 

Avenue and Bathurst Street.............- 


REPEAL OR AMENDMENT OF RESTRICTED AREAS 
(Section 398 (2b) of ‘‘The Municipal Act’’) 


Amending 
Municipality By-law 
No. 
Toronto, City of...... 13796 


East York, Township of 2484 
Kitchener, City of..... 2377 
Toronto, City of...... 13963 
Stratford, City of...... 3525 
Forest Hill, Village of. . 773 
Forest Hill, Village of. . 782 
Toronto, City of...... 14006 
and 
14037 
Toronto, City of...... 13819 


179 and 459 


Original 
By-law Area Affected 
No. 
12958 To permit erection of dwelling 


house on 25’ of east 4% of Lot 
228, Plan M-25, south side, 
Castlefield Avenue.......... 


1243 as amended 


by 1347 Addition to area, under By-law 


DAN rss seat axrceg eet cya tee Cate 


1823 asamended Addition to Light Industrial 
by 1834 and 1835 


DistrictssArease seen e eens 
No. 30 Maynard Avenue, con- 
version into duplex dwelling. 
Use of property at corner of Nile 
and Albert Streets for Funeral 
Parlomvetcai sta aes 
Re allotment of certain Lots, 
Plans 824-M, 348 and M-347 
To permit erection of Church, 
north side of Wembley Road. 
To permit erection of private 
house on east part Lot 45, 
Plan 734 (frontage less than 
DIMTeSb) EM evan: 
To permit erection of private 
houses on Lots 156, 157 and 
164, Plan M-25, north side 
Briar Hill Avenue (frontage 
less than 33 1/3 feet)....... 


9712 
2740 


358 
12958 


12958 


A-4485 


Procedure 


File 
A-4499 


A-4507 
A-4583 
A-4584 
A-4585 
A-4588 
A-4620 


A-4631 
A-4642 
A-4661 
A-4797 
A-4825 


A-4894 


Procedure 


File 


A-4566 


A-4590 
A-4706 
A-4809 


A-4813 
A-4895 
A-4896 


A-4905 
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STERLING—ISSUE OF DEBENTURES IN 


(Section 296a of ‘The Municipal Act’’ as enacted by Section 8 of 
“The Municipal Amendment Act, 1933,” Chapter 37) 
Procedure 


ek File 
Fort William, City of—Approval By-law 3330, amending By-law 3257 (as amended by 
By-law 3287), $487,525.00 for School Purposes A-4703 


SINKING FUNDS 


(Approval of Investment of, under Section 317 of “The Municipal Act’’) 


Sinking 
hak Fund Debenture Purpose Amount Procedure 
Municipality Investment By-law File 
: By-law 
Wiarton, Town of....... 349 306 Hydro-Electric Distri- 
amended bution System........ $37,400 00 A-4511a 
: by 343 
Lindsay, Town of....... 1942 1941 Floating indebtedness.... 30,968 66 A-4621a 
Peterborough, City of 
(Peterborough City 
SUS) Paes a ener ree oe Aes L847 MSewenrsSene ware eee 50,000 00 A-4670 
Sault Ste. Marie, Cityof.. 1535 867 and 
SO SRE SF erect gine Sarkar tees ee tes 10,000 00 A-4677 
Galtw@itysotenp. sagt 2946 2912 Unemployment Relief 
Wionksr any ae see cee ered 41,400 00 A-4737 
St. Catharines, City of... 4168 4167 Local Improvements. .... 4,436 32 A-4870 
Fort William, City of.... 3337 3327 and 
3328 Unemployment Relief 
Wionks) foi pause nsscaers 189,797 99 A-4871 
Peterborough, City of 
(Peterborough City ~ 
PGUSE) Raina weber ek 1215 Public School Purposes... 35,000 00 A-4889 
TAX RATE 
(Section 306 (2) of ‘The Municipal Act’’) 
By-law s A : Proced ae 
Municipalit No. urpose moun ile 
Colborne, vilgee ef. species 586 Waterworks System.............. $15,000 00 A-4485a 
Gananoque, Town of..... .... Floating indebtedness. sebugedusna.s 30,000 00 A-4513a 
Kincardine, Town of..... 1081 Installation of Intake Pipe........ 15,000 00 A-4516 
Renfrew, Town of....... 1262 Electric Power Extension.......... 8,000 06 A-4415a 
Morrisburg, Village of.... 568 Electric Power Extension.. ...... 25,000 00 A-4645a 
Cobourg, Town of ...... 1511 Waterworks Extensions, etc........ 40,000 00 A-4671a 
Midland, Town of ...... 132 Ole Directuel ie fereceaeh seuss 26,000 00 BAN 
Midland, Town of....... 1321 On credit of ar earl ae Ben 5 50,000 00 - A-4692a 
i i Iterations, etc., to Sewage Disposa a 
SNC aeee nae a eat eile Leese BN erg Sry aee 35,000 00 A-4743a 
Palmerston, Town of.... . (23y. Parks) purposesse eee erica aie 6,500 00 A-4755a 
Gloucester, Township of.. 14 (1930) 
amended 
by = 
20}A982)!DrainagenWouke ae eee seth 2,312 62 A-4759b 
Weston, Town of........ ay Waterworks Extensions........... 10,000 00 A-4790 
i i a et: 574 *: 
ae amended Auxiliary Electric Plant........... 12,000 00 Poe 
Almonte, Town of.....-. fee Unemploymente eee ae ae o Reh 
Preston, Town of........ Iii Part ouoatinerd clteisenerierer Sy pao eke 
Weston, Town of........ 759 Local Improvements—Storm Sewers 12,51 aa Raneee 
York Township Oberon: .... Baffle Walls, Sewage Disposal Plant 4,000 eneeat 
vow. Township of...... Bee AVOnsA vente Sew elaine t tel: ee a A heuer 
Etobicoke Township of.. 4053 Waterworks Extensions........... aa ag a Seup 
Pedetaneichons. Town of .... Watermains and Reservoir......... eile a TAGGIN 
Brantford, City of....... 2400 Direct Rie as 100, 
"C3 j | n E 
Bran clare ey abr Se take peoasenaosae 50,000 00 A-4908a 


Brantford, City of......- 2396 Local Improvements...........--- 21,502 00 A-4908b 
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THE UNEMPLOYMENT RELIEF ACT (ONTARIO), 193 


Municipality 


Ottaway Citi, Oftete tt 
Owen Sound, City of.... 


MorontonCitys0le nem se 
MiorontomGityzOte mine 
Moronto; Citysota. ss 
Newmarket, Town of.... 


Arthur, Village of....... 
Toronto; Cityots.....+-- 


Morontow City of- verse: 
Morontorn Citysoteemeen er 
Nepean, Township of... . 


Nepean, Township of.... 


Peterborough, City of.... 
Peterborough, City of.... 
Peterborough, City of.... 


Hamilton, City of....... 
Stamford, Township of... 
Stamford, Township of.. . 


St. Dhomas; City of... 
Siahiomasy Citysolasere 


Welland; City of........ 
Welland, City of........ 


Wondony Citysofer. 
London, City of....:.... 
Brampton, Town of...... 
Swansea, Village of...... 
Swansea, Village of...... 


Baldwin, Township of 
Toronto, City of 
Foley, Township of 
Toronto, City of 


East Ferris, Township of 


Brantford, City of 
Kingston, City of 


(WORKS) 
By-law 
Ne Purpose sf ped Amount 
ee Approaches to Chaudier briage, 
Sirect Widening, ele at ae z ie ; 4 $320,000 00 
642 Grading, etc., of 6th Street Kast an 
9th eine WWiseieussecornsnas6 $4,000 00 
13847 Relief Sewers—Park Drive, etc....- 167,000 00 
13846 Exhibition Sea Wall, etc........... 313,000 00 
13848 Rosedale Creek Sewer. . ee fe 818,000 00 
Sap ases Local Improvements—Fravements, 
etc., and ieee ae fs 14,100 00 
841 Completion, etc., 0 aterworks 
SydiGincstavoncssuscvouass400% 4,000 00 
13888 Combined Police and Fire Depart- 
ment Garage and Repair Shop... 186,000 00 
13894 Watermain Construction.......... 118,000 00 
13893 Waterworks Building...........--. 410,000 00 
1207 Local Improvements—Sewers and 
\WWALIERINEVING.. sc vctsoosvoeeeaudn 234,590 94 
1208 Local Improvements—Sewers and 
WET GMEWING,., boocouucasanseuon 38,500 00 
Beats Local Improvements—Curbs, etc... 4,200 00 
eee Local Improvements—Sidewalks, etc. 6,200 00 
ras Local Improvements—Sewers and 
Private Drain Connections...... 6,979 51 
ete West End Pumping Station, etc. ... 1,187,164 00 
ee Local Improvements—Sewers...... 8,303 67 
oe ae Local Improvements—Sidewalks and 
WAIGBMENING. 6 ascesucuosuocoue 2,717 83 
3004; ASE wersine See Aion aes 20,000 00 
3005 Grading part of London and Port 
Stanleyahloademet arian eit 17,500 00 
840 Bridge over Welland River, Main 
IS EREE bee ecee ere iatn 2 ik pecan tat 45,926 78 
841 Widening of part of South Main 
StreetwetCme ua tise a eee eae 4,011 38 
eat St. Julian Trunk Sewer System..... 239,000 00 
TENS. Bathurst Street Sewer............. 178,000 00 
Ohya Storm Sewersin Brampton Cemetery 4,498 47 
33/2 Localilmprovementsy. ies 25,982 78 
538 Local Improvements.............. 136,326 63 
“THE UNEMPLOYMENT RELIEF ACT (ONTARIO), 19337’ 
(DIRECT RELIEF) 
Municipalit By-l J 
Hamilton, City of.......... Ee ; be Br Git oce ra eS eee are : on ae $500/000. 00 
Smal, Ciny Gis ala nominee ene moe ee een 1556 72,237 76 
Weleantglownshipofu Gee til fi eae) 592 1,000 00 
Kentrapelow note ira icc rh ance inia Ns oh Sue nar 20,000 00 
NGtallnorl, Mog odadaneiudons voles sodeeectccuous 1320 26,000 00 
SSMU AT rere CPA ReeIS OC mrnora oe eee ML 43 1,000 00 
AEN GER Rants SR Cee UC NEN A tia Rack orl ele RP ey ae 13960 1,100,000 00 
Bh rte es Po ees SURE A aaa eee CF 375 1,200 00 
Seiecne tae ert crpt hs Gear ea las: GREE EPCOS EL 14020 500,000 00 
SehaG a GPa Ics oe ee Se 765 4,000 00 
Snot CES A Se MET A SIR ae 2400 100,000 00 
SEO NCA AREER ON MgUENEd rec eee RENO D 35 (1933) 107,000 00 


1, 1932 AND 1933 


Procedure 
File 


A-4488 


A-4518 

A-4525a 
A-4525b 
A-4525c 


A-4578 
A-4605 


A-4609 
A-4617 
A-4617a 


A-4626 


A-4637 
A-4646a 
A-4646b 


A-4646c 
A-4651 
A-4657a 


A-4657 
A-4447d 


A-4447e 
A-4693a 


A-4693b 
A-4700 
A-4707 
A-4763 
A-4880 
A-4880a 


Procedure 
File 
A-4652 
A-4660 
A-4667 
A-4686 
A-4691 
A-4711 
A-4791 
A-4884 
A-4887 
A-4890 
A-4907 
A-4910 
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WEIGH SCALES AND WEIGHING OF COAL, ETC. 
(Section 400 (11) of “The Municipal Act,’’ Chapter 233, R.S.O. 1927) 


cunt By-law 12 
i oe No. Purpose rie: 
ellevillen Citysofe taste wes iOn a aRerulatt veighi 
; gulating the weighing of coal and coke...... A-4586 
Saudyich, Town Of oes 2177 ‘Regulating the weighing of coal and coke...... A-4867 
ee e, Town of... 1280 Regulating the weighing of coal and coke...... A-4876 
rathroy, Town of...... 1280 Regulating the weighing of coal and coke...... A-4885 


WORKS ORDERED BY DOMINION RAILWAY COMMISSION 
AND ONTARIO MUNICIPAL BOARD 


(Section 297 (2) (£) of “The Municipal Act,” as enacted by Section 18, 
Chapter 50, Ontario Statutes, 1931) 


Sean By-law Pro r 
Municipality No. Purpose Amount ie" < 
Toronto, City of.... 13884 City’s share of cost of reconstruction of 
bridge over C.N.R. tracks at Main 
) Shee GH eA niche oie erate teres $146,000 00 A-4612 
OshawayiCitysoh-ees seen On account df City’s share of cost of 
C.N.R. subway at Simcoe Street..... 65,000 00 A-4858 


PLANS OF LAND SUBDIVISIONS 


Approved by the Board under “‘The Planning and Development Act,’: 
“The Land Titles Act’’ and “The Registry Act” 


Procedure 
Owner Description of Property File 
AXaaolkel, Wilber, | oe soc anes aoen Part west half of Lot 9, Con. II, Township of 
Verulam, County of Victoria..............- A-4622 
Cox Allbertall yee Auten Pana Part Lots 7 and 8, Con. XII, Township of North 
OxilliasCountyiotsincoey ney emer A-4519 
Drever, Vernon A. and Colin. ......Lots 196-198, Registered Plan No. 166, and Lots 


12, 11, 10, part Lot 9, Macdonnell Subdivi- 
; sion City of Kingston, County of Frontenac. A-4535 
Dominion Lands Board (Department 


Ofethemlntei Ol) Heer eee Nicholl’s Island, Township of Nepean, County 
Of Carletomss cei ae cispae i scree ae ee eee Temes A-4752 

Row)erw\Vlancustieie teem ence ce Lot 16, Con. IX, Township of Smith, County of 
Peterborouchsits saiec et a meee A-4726 

Goodfellow MWeiGiescnw coe cena Part Broken Lot 27, Con. IX, Township of 
Innisfil, County of Simcoe...............-. A-4717 

IRON, Wb Ios ooekeasoesoear “Grandview Beach,’ being Mining Location 152, 

Township of MacGregor, Municipality of 
SOE eee See EE nce pe cence eunT,s as A-4766 
Interior, Department of............ (See ‘‘Dominion Lands Board’’)............-. A-4752 


Kelly, (Mrs.) Cora and (Mrs.) May 
als 


Part Lot 12, east of Communication Road, 
Township of Smith, County of Peterborough. A-4772 

King Kirkland Gold Mines, Ltd..... Surface rights only of Mining Claims L. 2440 

and part L. 2441 and L 8001, Township of 

Lebel (unincorporated), District of Temis- 


EWING. wba nde ove oF Gere usdoonadcobe sc A-4785 
Mitchell, Herbert H.........--.--- Reena Tee ee on ema 

Whitchurch, County of York........../... A-4732 
Pn nee ee eo, HAS MORBONTIEW Gauntior Smeke 1 anes 
eee ees PAG Gils cl Riceton Coun ct Meoulenae A 4840 


Port Dunbarton. Development Cor- 


OHNO, ILitCl, |anccanscooscasoor Part Lots 25 and 26, 3rd Range, Broken Front 


Concession, Township of Pickering, County 
OL ONtArlON as ae aceite aa erate eas A-4573 
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PLANS OF LAND SUBDIVIS{ONS—ContINUED 
Owner Description of Property 
Port Darlington Harbour Co........ “Harbour Beaches,” being part Lots 9 and 10, 


Broken Front Concession of Township of 
Darlington, Town of Bowmanville, County 
of Durham. aes ke Ea ce 
S ri Lined spy shesctentecacine oes Part Lot 13, Con. IV, Township o vick, 
en ae ‘Coics of Northumberland (in lieu of can- 
celled plan P.F. A-3894).........-----2+-5: 


Wheeler, B. and W.A............. Part Broken Lot 34, Con. I, Township of 
Nottawasaga, County of Simcoe......-. re 
Witenes, Wardl \;ccccuoncosesone. Part Township Lot 11, Con. I, Township o 


Rainham, County of Haldimand........... 


No. 24 


Procedure 
File 


A-4725 


A-4722 
A-4829 
A-4831 


LIST OF APPLICATIONS TO THE BOARD UNDER “THE TELEPHONE ACT” 


ENovobreny, Ssobneyy 185 506 nn ocecaoouns Approval purchase of ‘‘The Stormont Telephone 
~ Co. from Estate of Cecilia May Bryan...... 
Blyth, Municipality of............. Approval agreement for interchange of service 
with Township of Colborne Telephone System 
BrucewMownshiplofemsneeece nace Approval agreement for joining use of poles of 
Huron and Kinloss Municipal Telephone 
Shiu Mo gelaguina sca pewen Maun on anda be a onte:c 

Bethesda & Stouffville Telephone Co., 
Stee Reece eh ence Se Approval authority to issue bonds to replace 
former issue maturing March Ist, 1933...... 

Brudenell & Lyndock Municipal Tele- 


PLOMelSy Stem hats ni Approval of date for holding annual meeting of 
subscribers anaes eae ae ee 
Beeton Telephone Co., Ltd......... Approval of expenditure of portion of deprecia- 


Brudenell & Lyndock Municipal Tele- 
DKON SVSIGM. 5 nacaaccogudccuese Approval of extensions to under debenture 
By-law No. 268 of Municipality of Brudenell 
andiLyn docks hee etl ee e 
Brudenell and Lyndock, Municipality 
OLR REC ee etn eens RE Approval of By-law 268, debenture issue, re ex- 
tensions to Brudenell & Lyndock Municipal 
Telephone System 
Bell Telephone Co. of Canada, Ltd. . Approval agreement for purchase from by 
North Monck Municipal Telephone System, 
of certain telephone plant, etc., in Townships 
ee of Monck and Macauley............ 
Bryan, Cecilia May, Estate of...... Approval of agreement for purchase from, ‘by 


S. F. Aden, of ‘The Stormont Telephone Co.” 


Brighton Municipal Telephone Sys- 


USadlras cote Aine ot in ae ea Approval agreement for interchan i 
} fo ge of service 
with Cramahe Municipal Teleph 
Bolton Telephone Co., Ltd......... Approval agreement hoe caterchanea Pee 
with Mono Mills Telephone Co, Ltd 
Bell Telephone Co. of Canada, Ltd. Approval of sale of certain telephone plant and 
cauipnent te cu selon for Telephone 
ystem of Mun it i 
Bolton Telephone Co., Ltd......... Approval of enol. ye ese 
Bell Telephone Co. of Canada, Ltd. . Approval of issue to, 
phone Co., Ltd., in pa i 
Sted cinaeee Payment for certain plant 
Belmont and Methuen, Townships 
Ofte. ciyeh a Neeay ae ea eta eee Approval of use of certain hi h , 
Department of Lands and Pores ee 


Procedure 


File 
A-4598 
A-4498 


A-4510 


A-4521 


A-4575 


A-4581 


A-4589 


A-4596 


A-4596 
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LIST OF APPLICATIONS TO THE BOARD UNDER 
“THE TELEPHONE ACT’’—ConrtInuEep 
Exoecdure 
ile 
Bell Telephone Co. of Canada, Ltd. .Approval of purchase from, by Commissioners 
for Telephone System of Municipality of 
North Norwich, of certain telephone plant 
andvequipmentes saat ene en nee A-4873 
Bell Telephone Co. of Canada, Ltd. .Approval of purchase from by Commissioners 
for Wilmot Municipal Telephone System of 
certain telephone plant and equipment in 
WonyeSavyo) Oe \WhIWENOE; oo 5occcaccnccocubsvee A-4875 
Carleton Counties Telephone Co., 
| Bia ts area cy meer eet ky otnia oes aroene Approval of amendment to Board's Order of 
June 8th, 1920, re depreciation reserve fund.. A-4495 
Chatsworth Rural Telephone Co.....Approval of amendment to Board’s Order of 
July 30th, 1921, re depreciation reserve fund. A-4496 
Colborne Municipal Telephone Sys- 
WINNS d pa eee aes Approval of agreement for interchange of 
service with Municipality of Blyth.......... A-4498 
Colchester North, Township of...... Approval of By-law 845, debenture issue re cost 
of certain extensions to Colchester North 
Municipal Telephone System.............. A-4530a 
Colchester North, Township of...... Approval of By-law 913, debenture issue re cost 
of certain extensions to Colchester North 
Municipal Telephone System.............. A-4530b 
Colchester North, Township of...... Approval of By-law 961, debenture issue re cost 
of certain extensions to Colchester North 
Municipal Telephone System.............. A-4530¢ 
Colchester North, Township of...... Approval of By-law 1050, debenture issue re cost 
of certain extensions to Colchester North 
Municipal Telephone System.............. A-4530d 
Cramahe Municipal Telephone Sys- 
HEM ee rte dlines: Soins cee ees Approval of agreement for interchange of 
service with Brighton Municipal Telephone 
SH SUGIIES a eee SOBA, Penis olen oom erUO A-4640 
Caledon, Township of.............. Approval of By-law 996, liquidation of $1,610.44 
of debentures under By-law 883, $32,000 for 
establishment of telephone system.........- A-4754 
Cumberland, Township of.......... Approval of By-law 956, establishment of 
telephone system.............. Se Senta oe A-4786 
Chippewa Rural Telephone Co., Ltd.’ Approval of agreement for interchange of 
service with Enterprise Telephone System, 
[iiiclen er a G eRe oede RAO ee AKO UmonD A-4840 
Cumberland, Township of.......... Approval of purchase by, of system of Russell 
Ruiraleele plone; Come le tc eet acre A-4854 
Cumberland Municipal Telephone 
GEM weoomsososocobouscccons Approval of by-laws regulating management and 
operation of its system..........-.-------- A-4855 
Cumberland, Township of.......... Approval of By-law 963, debenture issue for 
establishment of telephone system under Part 
NitofcshhemhelephoneyActy settee tr A-4899 
Davis, M. L. (Rankin Telephone 
Cod aa ta steel anew Secy sae : .... Approval of reinstallation charge.......-.---- A-4497 
Dungannon Municipal Telephone R : 
GSI scoos0n oobowanedonccascac Approval of date for holding annual meeting of 
subscribers. rae ence Sen A-4539 
i _L., Alfred Noack, et al, vs.. Approval parallelling of pole leads of Kankin 
Ea aieieaione Co., Gy shadynook Telephone Co.. A-4635 
Dalrymple, Harry, et al, vs. Commis- 
sioners for Telephone System of 3 ; A-4810 
Municipality of Tuckersmith...... Complaint as to service. .....-:-------+:++---- - 
Dysart Municipal Telephone System _Approval of increased charges....-.----+----- A-4822 
nsford Telephone, Light & Power 5 Sas . 
Been eeveAccuntion Siena eh sees Approval of relief from obligation to set aside 
portion of revenue for 1933 as reserve for 
depreciationbrs eet ri ee ronet ht eon) A-4848 
y i icipal Telephone Sys- : 
es wen oe sat Sees : points " _ Approval of date for holding annual meeting of 
Subscribersheeaeasier cle eine A-4527 
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LIST OF APPLICATIONS TO THE BOARD UNDER 
“THE TELEPHONE ACT’ —ContTINUED Procedure 
File 


East Middlesex Telephone Co., Ltd., 


: as violated provisions 
vs. Robt. T. Wright, et al........ Complaint that company has violated provis 


and asking for audit 


f ‘The Companies Act”’ 1638 
of all books, Hen of the Company...---++:-: A-4 
=< SAGAN CHO a. | | 
eee Maniciwal Telephone. : Unease of by-laws regulating control and A-A6TD 
he managementyOleas sey ees cis seer eed nva tate 
East Luther Telephone Co., Ltd..... Approval of sale of certain undertakings to Lillie fea 
May Watt of Grand Valley...... i f cake 
East Luther Telephone Co., Ltd..... Approval of parallelling of pole leads 0 ene 
Henry Edgar Telephone Co., Ltd....---.--- 
Robt. Henry Edgar Telephone Co., 
Ltd., and East Luther Telephone ee 


Cole td ea eect cners rere he Approval of paralleling of pole leads....-.---- 


A inter f service 
Telephone System Lt1. . . Approval of agreement for interchange 0 Vien 
Eateries Tee : with Chippewa Rural eRe oa pe A-4840 
i TSH UP IO Lee ee eee Approval of Debenture By-law 1 99) 
Pe Rea reconstructions, etc., of its Municipal 


Bele pone eaten Paton Sie oe ee ae A-4906 
irk rel bj sro lentes sett Approval of agreement for int se 
Ren ae ee with HUGHGOR Township Municipal eee 
Telephone System..... Bh ugucasneoro dale: - 
Hortawalliarnyd @itysotere eee tine Approval of By-law 3317, issue of debentures to 
meet cost of extensions, improvements, etc., oe 
to the telephone system............-+----- A-4 
Fenella Rural Telephone Co., Ltd... Approval of by-laws for control and manage- oy 
ment of itsiundertaking. <7. 22. 2)2 2.0 ee A-4 
Fenelon Falls Rural Telephone Co., 
Te Ee aon Metsuan abstain satin emai Approval of Constitution and By-laws for 
control, etc., of its undertaking............. A-4883 
Gore Bay Municipal Telephone Sys- 
tem and Manitoulin Island Tele- 
phone & Telegraph Co., Ltd...... Approval of revision of terms of agreement for 
interchange of service under Board’s Order of 
MiayasilisteelOil5 ee esnne a 0B) errr: F an ‘ a's A-4643 
Creyamlownshiplo tetera pes ae Approval of By-law No. 6 (1 , use of certain 
‘ ane ie ways to Wroxeter Telephone Co., Ltd... A-4683 
Gosfield North, Township of........ Approval of By-law 757, debenture issue re 
extensions to Gosfield North Municipal 
diclephonetsy stems tate ar aes eee A-4694 


Gawas & Shore Road Telephone Co., ; : 
Wot ees eae deen Accents Vs otis Approval of agreement for interchange of service 


with St. Joseph Municipal Telephone System A-4730 
Huron & Kinloss Municipal Tele- 


PNOMEISYSLCUIE a ene Approval of agreement with Township of Bruce 
Oe [OUae WES Oi HON, oo ocesen oaascecsa ses A-4510 
Huron, Township of, Telephone Sys- 
tem (Huron and Kinloss)......... Approval of date for holding annual meeting of 
Subscribersiiantesmawscn rateone tes yur eal A-4517 
Humphrey Municipal Telephone Sys- 
COTM Neea eee Rta ciate eens oe ne oe Approval of date for holding annual meeting of 
i Ee Subscribersipenc eam eae wee Geary? A-4534 
Howick Municipal Telephone System. Approval of date for holding annual meeting of 
: : subscriberstyp ewer aics te aie eee A-4576 
Howick, Township of.............. Approval of By-law 6 (1933), use of certain 
highways to The Wroxeter Telephone Co., 
f eh CCUG ESS ialeus shit meaie ton etctie Ais RU) gen ON aun ie A-4680 
Howick Municipal Telephone System. Approval of reinstallation fee................ A-4800 


Home Telephone Company, Ltd..... Approval of issue of fully paid shares to Bell 
Telephone Co, of Canada in payment for 


Jocelyn Municipal Telephone System. Approval of agreement for interchange of 
service with St. Joseph Municipal Telephone 
SY SEEM eae pas obec iak  Uemape nie aeeu is Goon A-4731 
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LIST OF APPLICATIONS TO THE BOARD UNDER 
“THE TELEPHONE ACT’—Continuep 


Kerr Line Telephone Cor eletdeeycs 
Queens Line Telephone Co., Ltd. .Complaint re parallelling of pole leads of 
IAD plicantisisy stem snare ae eer iear ae 
London Township Municipal Tele- 
BAonelSystempene cite tae Approval of agreement for interchange of service 
with The Falkirk Telephone Co., Ltd....... 
Lands and Forests, Department of... Approval of use of highways of Townships of 
Bes dn BelmontranchViecthtre ney e nae 
Mississippi Telephone Co., Ltd...... Approval of amendment, Board’s Order of Janu- 
ary 17th, 1926, re depreciation reserve fund. . 
Mount Albert Telephone Co., Ltd... Approval of amendment to certain by-laws 


regarding control and management of its 


i undertaking ape pester mea ae ier ee 
MonckemMownshipioftiacs assent Approval of By-law 633, debenture issue re 
extensions to Monck Municipal Telephone 
SSUES ye Seen ort ly Nel eae ae vent on Otis Beat 

Medora & Wood Municipal Telephone 
SyStelm ea paint nor te ire Approval of extension of time for payment of 


debentures under by-law for establishment of 


ates telephone system over period of 15 years. ... 
Manitoulin & North Shore Telephone 


& Telegraph Co., Ltd., and Com- 
missioners for Telephone System of 
Municipality of Gore Bay........ Approval of revision of terms, etc., agreement for 
interchange of service under Board’s Order of 
May 31st, 1915 


Manitoulin& NorthShore Telephone 8 
& Telegraph Co., Ltd., and Com- 


missioners for Telephone System of 


Municipality of Gore Bay........ Approval of toll charges between all points on 
WMarnitcoulbia Sein, «5 occchoccoceeasqoscsc 

Mono Mills Telephone Co., Ltd..... Approval of agreement for interchange of service 
with Bolton Telephone Co., Ltd..........-- 

MoTas, WORN Mo) Gy soc koaccocobe of Approval of By-law No. 10 (1933), use of certain 


highways to Wroxeter Telephone Co., Ltd... 

Mustard, John B., vs. Commissioners 

for Telephone System of Munici- 

pality of Tuckersmith............ Delivery of all books, etc., of Tuckersmith 
Municipal Telephone System.............- 

Metcalfe Rural Telephone Co., Ltd.. Approval of decrease in amount set aside for 

Wepreciations Resenvers steerer ceo ese 

Northern Telephone Co., Ltd.......£ Approval of expenditure of portion of reserve 

depreciation fund on new construction, etc... 


North Monck Municipal Telephone 
SVSLOITE sae y ary chlay Macardeisnadetere er tte Approval of agreement for purchase of telephone 
plant, ete., in Townships of Monck and 
Macauley from Bell Telephone Co. of 
Canadak Ue tolhga sin teeth les Dempsey yar etwas 
Noack, Alfred, et al, vs. M. L. Davis. . Approval parallelling of pole leads of Shadynook 
_ Telephone Co. by Rankin Telephone Co..... 
Northern Telephone Co., Ltd.......£ Approval of free service to A. Fauvelle and 
Sy OLS aK eeee ele Meter atic Apa ens aMnicR diaecaldo.c.dto f 
North Monck Municipal Telephone 
SWE (YC ou As Hae cue Sinope coe Approval of increased charges.............--. 
North Norwich Municipal Telephone ‘ 
SVSUCKIMM SMP Ue Rites ens) oer: Authority to purchase certain telephone plant 
and equipment from the Bell Telephone Co. 
Of Gania clanmletden eye ease ee eae sean ig nos 
Oliver Municipal Telephone System. . Approval of date for holding annual meeting of 
SUDSCHIDETSR cue ea eared ae eaten EN aru tora 
Phillips, Gordon Ross.............. See “Bryan, Cecilia May, Estate of’........-- 
Queens Line Telephone Co., Ltd., vs. 
Kerr Line Telephone Co., Ltd..... Complaint re parallelling of pole leads of 
/N ay olhteenmers ChAWSeNG ook beac ase donarourde ns 
Rankin Telephone Co. (M.L. Davis) .Approval of reinstallation charge..........--- 
Rochester Municipal Telephone Sys- ; , 
TET AY ily eres ee Ata ciqGIA oreo omits lak Approval of date for holding annual meeting of 
SUbSCHIbeDSs mek een eae enter set ees: 
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Procedure 
File 


A-4823 
A-4494 


A-4508 


A-4509 


A-4641 


A-4643 


A-4644 
A-4647 
A-4682 


A-4770 
A-4897 
A-4582 


A-4597 
A-4635 
A-4773 
A-4853 


A-4873 
A-4608 
A-4598 


A-4639 
A-4497 
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File 


: mshi Cum- 
Russell Rural Telephone Co., Ltd. . . Approval of purchase of, by Township of Cu A-4854 


berland aren encore eects ee 4 y 
<i Sie tes 1 of parallelling of pole leads by Shady 
ee ee UE ene Co. (Alfred Noack, et al, vs. ones 
IMGT, IBERNTIS)) 6 BO cp ern-c crac ds00-D0rgb 9 0 


Russell Rural Telephone Co., Ltd. ..Approval of By-law 42, surrender of Letters ince 
Patent of Incorporation.........-- oe gan 

Sparta Rural Telephone Co., Ltd....Amendment to Board’s Order of May 2 i , oa 
changing percentage of value of plant a 
equipment to be set aside for depreciation na 
reserve fund from 5 per cent. to 24 per cent. - 


icipal Teleph Sys- : 
Sets Care ae ee ae F Y Approval of date for holding annual meeting of nelnes 
subscribers......... pe pee snes os - 
t Teleph Conese Approval of agreement for purchase of, 3 hc 
sioupent kelephons Co TNe (en Detate of Cecilia May Bryan... A-4598 
Shadynook Telephone Co........... Parallelling of pole leads of Rankin Telephone Hee 


Co. (Alfred Noack, et al, vs. M. L. Davis)... 
St. Joseph Municipal een nene A Scie ieee ee 
SV Stemi tape een ae cise ee pproval of agreement for intercha 
ee with Gawas & Shore Road Telephone Co., Ltd. A-4730 
St. Joseph Municipal Telephone ’ s 
SY Stem aoe ee ence ne Approval of agreement for interchange of service 
with Jocelyn Municipal Telephone System... A-4731 
Southern Ontario Telephone Co., Ltd. Authority to invest portion of reserve deprecia- 
tion fund in purchase of Dominion of Canada 


bond Stee eee Saas a teen ae veces ere A-4874 
Tuckersmith Municipal Telephone : : 
Systems pect aor wae eee Approval of date for holding annual meeting of 
subsenibersmaaame tence on eo A-4579 
Tichborne Rural Telephone Co., Ltd.. Approval of by-laws governing control and 
management of its telephone system........ A-4595 
Tyendinaga Municipal Telephone Sys- ; 
WIL Gea aeresa ine Omen ola a UNG Approval of purchase of certain plant and equip- 
ment from the Bell Telephone Co. of Canada, 
IEG ioe wie Siicrat ilies aekuid Sineera ha Oh AG A-4654 
Turnberry, Township of............ Approval of By-law No. 20 (1933), use of certain 


highways to Wroxeter Telephone Co., Ltd... A-4681 
Tuckersmith Municipal Telephone 


System vs. J.B. Mustard........ Delivering up of all books, etc., of Tuckersmith 
Municipal Telephone System.............. A-4770 
Tuckersmith Municipal Telephone 
System vs. Harry Dalrymple, et al. 5 Complainurasiolsenvicen: wine enemas A-4810 
Watt Municipal Telephone System. . -Approval of date for holding annual meeting of 
Subscribers) ey ae ene ey oe A-4528 


for audit of all books, etc., of Company..... A-4638 

Wroxeter Telephone Co., Ltd....... Approval of use of certain highways in Township 
of Howick (By-law 6, 1933) eae wna we ects A-4680 

Wroxeter Telephone Co., Ltd....... Approval of use of certain highways in Township 
of Morris (By-law No. 10, NORD aie elie as ce A-4682 

Wroxeter Telephone Co., Ltd....... Approval of use of certain highways in Township 
of Turnberry (By-law No. 20, 1933) epee A-4681 

Wroxeter Telephone Co., Ltd....... Approval of use of certain highways in Township 
Se) of Grey (By-law 6, 1933) ee aoe ereeie a A-4683 

Watt, Lillie May (of Grand Valley)... Approval of sale to, of entire undertaking of East 
(BuchemmMelephones Comte cl aanpets i taeenana A-4718 

Woodbridge & Vaughan Telephone 

(Gov Ibigoleiemeen Gir Wa eee ee eR Approval of expenditure of portion of deprecia- 

tion reserve on new construction and exten- 
SOM wd occocwblonesdocodanvdoo aed odas ou. A-4783 


Welland County Telephone Co., Ltd. _Approval of expenditure of portion of deprecia- 
tion reserve On new construction and exten- 
WOMGiasoposopasondpao0coceUsseonsaacna.. A-4784 
Wroxeter Telephone Completclaeeee Approval of By-laws 1, 2 and 4, control and 
management of its undertaking......... | A-4814 
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“THE TELEPHONE ACT’’—ConrtiInuEpD 
Procedure 
File 
Welland County Telephone Co., Ltd.. Authority to issue additional shares of capital 


StOck ane eee ee eee A-4844a 
Welland County Telephone Co.; Ltd.. Authority to expend portion of depreciation 
reserve in purchase of ten Province of Ontario 


Ofperrcentbond sae eeeeme eta arr nicn A-4845 
Wroxeter Telephone Co., Ltd....... Approval of removal of Central Office from 
Gorrie to Wroxeter, etc.................:. A-4847 


Wilmot Municipal Telephone System. Authority to purchase certain telephone plant 

and equipment in Township of Wilmot from 

Bell Telephone Co. of Canada, Ltd......... A-4875 
Yarmouth Rural Telephone Co., Ltd.. Amendment to Board s Order of October 9th, 

1915, changing percentage of value of plant 

and equipment to be set aside for depreciation 

from 5 per cent. to 2% per cent............ A-4591 


LIST OF BELL TELEPHONE AGREEMENTS APPROVED BY THE BOARD 
UNDER SECTION 97 OF “THE TELEPHONE ACT” 


EXCHANGE AND ToL” LinE AGREEMENTS 


Procedure 
‘ File 
Austin, D. S: (Murray Brighton Telephone System)..................+-+++++++-: A-4504 
Arden & Parham Telephone System (Everett R. Scott)..........--..---+s0+--s:: A-4720 
Canadian Pacific Railway Co. (Little Current and Sudbury Toll Circuit).........-. A-4568 
Cumberland Municipal Telephone System...................6.-5222-2-- 5-2 - ees A-4909 
Kitley, The P-ural Telephone Co. of, Ltd. (Supplement No. 1)...............+-.-. A-4529 
Murray Brighton Telephone System (see Austin, D.S.)..........-:+....+-+------- A-4504 
IMEEM koraytonwran, Ane ol atoyevs: (CO); els 55 cso cnmaneessonosuu box n0oonuncHcdosGo9005000 A-4695 
Petterlawalielephone systems tcumner a eee ce he renee tit cae Teen A-4719 
Stormont Telephone Co. (Sydney Axden)...2 2.25... 2.0.2. ee A-4580 
Scott, Everett R. (Arden & Parham Telephone System)..........-..--------+---- A-4720 
Woodbridge & Vaughan Telephone Co., Ltd...............-.---5- +2. sees ee A-4569 
SERVICE STATION AGREEMENTS 
amas Varaghelephomel Cor lotceeererser ier tits Aakers torte ttc A-4742 
Rawnigin Walon (Co. iasocaadaocseousosapdougabaccssspAoososennanbegecaures A-4850 
Woodbridge & Vaughan Telephone Co., Ltd............... +... e eset teense A-4569 


TARIFF OF FEES 


TARIFF OF FEES PAYABLE IN CASH OR LAW STAMPS UNDER Sections 160 AND 161 OF 
“THe ONTARIO MuNICIPAL BoarpD Act, 1932.’ 


For copy of any Document, 10 cents for each 100 words and 50 cents for each Certificate. 

For copy of any map or plan, applicants are to pay draughtsmen’s and engineer's fees for 
same and 50 cents for each Certificate. : 

In contentious matters, including arbitrations or references to the Board under Public General 
Acts of Ontario, requiring a Hearing, there shall be paid in Law Stamps the sum of $15.00 for 
each day or fraction thereof over one half-day, and the sum of $10.00 for each half-day or less 
occupied by or in connection with the Hearing, and $1.00 on each original subpoena. 

In all other arbitrations or references requiring a Hearing there shall be paid in Law Stamps 
the sum of $50.00 for each day or fraction thereof over one half-day, and the sum of $25.00 for 
each half-day or less occupied by or in connection with the Hearing, and $1.00 on each original 
subpoena. 
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and Debentures, the following sums shall be paid in Law Stamps. 
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TARIFF OF FEES—ContTINUED 


In Cases in Wuicu THERE Is No OpposinG PARTY 


oie ” vali i By-l 
On ORDER under Part V of “The Ontario Municipal Board Act, 1932, validating a By-law 


(These fees shall be payable on each group of four By-laws 


consolidated under ‘The Local Improvement Act”’). 


ve PLS 
Where the issue of Debentures amounts to $10,000 or less......--------s0077 008 we 
Over $10,000 and up to $15,000... 0.6... se sree eee eee etree ntsc snes ae 
“15,000 5 ADI, Sos aonb schs pe sogptaeduageume sn ouon (078s) 80°) 25 
“20,000 i DH VWnn ks sudheose nad song eoodens seagoob ean joo0n 9009s. $0 
25,000 : AO 00 w a Se encos Haw smon Oe SU RRR UEbo mono aD Oe ome obIOT ae 
“30,000 Uo AN as os mba ben das soe senn dusmosaudunN sna yeoD bean i 
“~~ 40,000 " SMO soanuscmoucoudsvuuorsuenborenuesed 50 bua o.c)D pile. ac 
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“~~ 70,000 ¢ HOMO seah we oodcdsodaoudeodesu cdo dpuU oD MOmDODG.o UDO o pe 
“~~ 80,000 ” CLIO) eoercie cars a us iGRnio Soto ea CRAG Saab LG mOmeN.oU oo 0.0.06 98 
“90,000 ree AORN e Ga eG OM Om ne h Cone DRE UeOcn Dr 08.06 ne 
“100,000 ns LOO ES ao rocioec au uate amo c aind.ono Avid Wet com o.o'gicin jos ie 
“110,000 Maa UZ! OOO Saree roe ae este ean Nay eee UCN aeaN open overeiel a etetehift bares ee 
“120,000 URGES OO is es ie Uae Gaia Gy gma atom EoaimaD ou vlad e 6 ee 
« 130,000 eA Q OOO erro mean Eanes Chena mul Vaan amen ener ees 0 
“140,000 pies UNO OC) OW eaNe pag eee alan CML eure ar LG aa Mere G Gi 
“150,000 Be sat AOL) 000) arse armen early ects uaa ee pean Mts aia Reo a/ances the crnats Bars FAG os 100 
“160,000 fies Os OOO tere sipse sence cat asa AS PEP oe eT oak EO EES 105 
“170,000 Sipe O) OOO ky cies aie Reon atvecrnss aeacndeo nc Morante SU NRayaa Wena ran Neee Hee Rt 110 
“180,000 UO Os OOO ies aera ah Eyes bea ltavkss sings a ites ails execs deta ae sitate ni ose SIS Ee 115 
“~ 190,000 Feat er PAULOHO| OO) Scent a Meera eran CeCe at ene ees ere ene aot 120 
“ + 


200,000, such sum as the Board may order or direct. 


The following sums shall be paid in Law Stamps on the following Orders and Certificates: 
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Approval of Increased Borrowings by Municipal Councils, Section 334 of “The Municipal 


Act,” as re-enacted by Sectioa 10, Chapter 37, Ontario Statutes, 1933.......... 10 
Approval of the undertaking of Local Improvement works and the passing of By-laws 
therefor, Section 8 of ‘“The Local Improvement Act,” as re-enacted by Section 2 
of “The Local Improvement Amendment Act, 1932”.......................... 10 
ABoLovalioteaplanilndemerlhe, Railway lActeas 300 ayy ni ny oie tii 5 
AD DLOVAl Ci RailwaydHenders 2 yaaa cna Meee ee tn Nem eS! 5 
Extension of time to pass a By-law—Section 288 (5) of ‘The Miinictpal Acti. anaes SS) 
Extension of Debenture Issue period—Section 296 (11) and (12) of “The Municipal Act” 5 
Approval of Bridge Construction By-law—Section 297 (2) (e) of “The Municipal Act’’. . 5 
Approval of By-law changing the rate of interest on debentures—Section 300 of ‘‘The 
HNIC Dal ACURA Noein datiatat wan ectngy a ys te acetate od ee OUT gah Mle 5 
Repeal of By-law as to amount not required—Section 301 (2) of “The Municipal Act’’.. . 5 
Approval of further debt and levies where tax rate too high—Section 306 (2) of ‘The 
Municipal Ret ievmsere vee Aue nutes) cari Gta ens ike UL aNNNE | Se Sa ig 5 
Approval of Sinking Fund Investment By-law+Section 317 of ‘The Municipal Act’’. . 5 
Approval of Municipal Fuel By-law—Section 397 (38) of ‘The Municipal Act”..... Re 5 
Approval of laying out of highway less than sixty-six feet in width—Section 490 of “The 
NC Untei pale AC apie Ole A Ne Cate te sei Al NE ys enh goe 5 
Approval of By-law abandoning part of local improvement work—Section 18 of OT he 
Tocalimprovement Act sage Mice MaGatel le abe Monier Bat 5 
Approval of By-law apportioning cost of local improvement work—Section 26 (3) of 
A cane Frege EE RIONEDIEAE UNS HTct oaeg th oh we RAL ids Cake ag na bray 5 
pproval of By-law authorizing license fee—Section 411 (9) of “The Municipal Act’”. Mis 5 
Approval of By-law for Unemployment Relief Works—Section 4(2 ig eee 
ment Relief Act (Ontario)” e Sinus Oise tas Se MR Hea ees ‘ uy . me DON: 5 
i peep cca anbiayeent WHOS, WINGO EDS. 4 Sooosobanso sce. ol iota een 15 
pproval of By-law for Direct Relief Debentures, Section 8 of “The Unenciecc. 
Reliei@Acts (Ontario) mOSs hes eens liu UNinas Wiese uate: tee Pe ueloument 5 
Approval of plan oflandsubdivisiones nt cov we oye male etal leit sk ter ean anaes viet 5 
Approval of Railway Company’s Public By-laws and Rules....__ UPN Eee 2 


(grouped by serial numbers) 
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TARIFF OF FEES—ContINUED 


Approval of Railway” Compamyzsmlollstamd il anittss re r-tereivieyelet-(eye eree e)reeeie=troe $2 00 
Approval of Railway Company’s Examiner of Motormen...............-.-.....-.-- 1 00 
On Orders not included in the above list, such sums as the Board may order or direct. 


TARIFF OF FEES PAYABLE IN LAW STAMPS IN PROCEEDINGS UNDER ‘“‘THE TELEPHONE ACT”’ 


On ORDER: 5 
Authorizing the passing of a By-law extending the period for repayment of debentures to 
cover the cost of telephone system established pursuant to Section 19, beyond ten 


Weary WinGlyeSCCwOINn WO, oc sgas so anescssane sae cacdspansoodssosgoacsoasauus $10 00 
Authorizing the extension of a telephone system established pursuant to Section 19, into 

unorganized townships; under Section 18......................2....-.-.-050-- 5 00 
Approving a Municipal By-law, providing for the establishment or extension of telephone 

system; Un Germ Sectiony Ole Meer ea ay Ay ate re Naren operate ca ney cftategte st aR eaeRe 10 00 
Extending the period within which Debenture By-law to cover cost of establishing a 

telephone system pursuant to Section 19 may be passed; under Section 25........ 10 00 
Authorizing a Municipal Council to pass a By-law for reconstruction, etc.; under 

SAO THM eee AOA Coe eG MEG US ne ene cla Las Sela ao oemde b corolla es 6 p01 Oc 5 00 
Authorizing a Municipal Council to pass a By-law for the issue of debentures for furnish- 

ing service to persons not being assessed landowners; under Section 28........... 10 00 


Authorizing the passing of a By-law providing for the issue of new debentures to provide 

for the payment of a portion of the principal of the original debentures falling due 

inal any? eared Woe SaCwON SO scars dhe daceunvancotasveuerdoponannuogces sau’ 1 
Approving the purchase of telephone systems; under Sections 31 and 102.............. 
Approving the appointment of Commissioner by Municipal Council; under Section 52.. 
Prescribing date for holding Annual Meeting of Subscribers; under Section 59......... 
Consenting to duplication of pole lead on highway; under Section 59................. 
Approving Connecting Agreement with The Bell Telephone Company of Canada, 

WimitedmundersSections GiMasn ake ise aa Cee a yee eran Rie 
Authorizing a Company to expend a portion of its Depreciation Reserve in new con- 

FHAWM SHO, Cue. wince Secon iilOs , cass esgasodencoobcusouoodnoaesosodpeuds 
Authorizing a Company to issue additional stock or bonds; under Section 111......... 
Authorizing the removal of signatures from a petition, praying for the establishment of 

a telephone system pursuant to Section 19; under section 12..................-- 
Granting the use of highways in unorganized townships; under Section 84..........-. 
Approving the By-laws of a telephone company; under Section 88...........-.....-. 
Approving Connecting Agreement between telephone systems within the jurisdiction of 

Omura windy Socio Of aiiecoccusodnedseoss Sona dincoccosas add ecancomnn ans 
Approving regulations to prevent the misuse of system by subscribers; under Section 112 
Approving Municipal By-law granting the use of highways; under Section 80.......... 


— 
RPmrn mmu oun on num nS 
S 
i=) 


On any Order not included in the above list, such sums as the Board may order or direct. 

In contentious matters requiring a Hearing, $15.00 for each day or fraction thereof occupied 
n connection with the Hearing, and $1.00 on each original subpoena. : 

Where inquiry is made by the Board's expert, $10.00 for each day or fraction thereof 
occupied in connection with such inquiry. : 

For copy of any Document, 10 cents for each 100 words, and 50 cents for each Certificate. 


THE FOLLOWING GIVES A BRIEF SUMMARY OF THE EXTENSIONS AND 
IMPROVEMENTS MADE TO THE RAILWAYS UNDER PROVINCIAL 
JURISDICTION DURING THE YEAR 1933 


CoRNWALL STREET RAILWAY, LIGHT AND POWER Company, LIMITED 


During the year December 31st, 1932, to December 31st, 1933, this Company report that 
they added to track one-third of a mile of siding at a cost of $4,505.03. ; 

The Company also reports during the same period a total expenditure on track improvements, 
overhead structure, rolling stock, buildings, machinery, etc., of $3,166.66. 


Fort WILLIAM ELECTRIC RAILWAY 


It is reported that during the year ending December 31st, 1933, this Company did not make 


any extensions to track. mee d i 
During the same period, however, it is reported that a total expenditure on track improve- 
ments, overhead structure, rolling stock, buildings, etc., was made of $1,607.92. 
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HAMILTON STREET RAILWAY 


a i e made 
During the year ending December 31st, 1933, it is reported that no extensions wer" 


to track. ; : n track 
It is also reported that during the same period there was no expenditure made 0 


improvements, overhead structure, rolling stock, buildings, etc. 
HAMILTON AND BARTON INCLINE RAILWAY COMPANY 
This Company report that they are not operating the Incline at present. 
HUNTSVILLE AND LAKE oF BAYs RAILWAY CoMPANY 


This Company report that during the year ending December 3ist, 1933, they did not make 
any extensions to track. ; 

They also report a total expenditure of only $192.51 on track POR Guechead 
structure, rolling stock, buildings, machinery, etc., the railway being operated only during 


summer months. 
Hypro-ELectric RADIAL RAILWAYS 
(Guelph Radial Railway) 


It is reported by the Hydro-Electric Power Commission of Ontario that during the year 
ending December 31st, 1933, there were no extensions made to the track of the above railway. 

It is also reported, however, that during the same period there was an expenditure made 
on track improvements, overhead structure, rolling stock, etc., of $1,200.00. 


(Sandwich, Windsor and Amherstburg Railway, Essex Division) 


The Hydro-Electric Power Commission of Ontario report that during the year ending 
December 31st, 1933, no extension was made to the track of the above railway. 

The Commission also reports that during the same period no expenditure was made on track 
improvements, rolling stock, buildings, etc. 


INTERNATIONAL RAILWAY CoMPANY 
(Niagara Falls Park and River Division) 


This Division of the International Railway Company ceased operation the latter part of 1932. 


INTERNATIONAL TRANSIT COMPANY 


During the year ending December 31st, 1933, this Company report that they did not make 
any extension to track. 

They also report that during the same period they did not make any expenditure on track 
improvements, overhead structure, rolling stock, buildings, ‘machinery, etc. 


KITCHENER-WATERLOO AND BRIDGEPORT RAILWAYS 


It is reported that during the year December 31st, 1932, to December 31st, 1933, no extension 
was made to track. 

During the same period it is reported that an expenditure was made on track improvements, 
rolling stock, etc., of $113.70. 


LonpDoN STREET RAILWAY ComPANy 


This Company report that during the year ending 31st December, 1933, they did not make 
any track extensions. 


They report, however, that during the same period a total expenditure was mad b 
and bus equipment of $37,399.83, ; AG a onanee 


MiIpLAND-SIMCOE RAaILwAy Company 


During the year ending December 31st, 1933, it is reported that no extension was made 
to track. 


. . . . \ 
It is also reported that during the same period no expenditure was made on track improve- 
ments, buildings, etc. 


Mount McKay anp KAKABEKA FALLS RalLway Company 


This railway company did not make any extensions to track during the year ending 31st 
December, 1933. ; 

It is also reported that during the same period they did not make any expenditure on track 
improvements, overhead structure, buildings, etc. 


ONTARIO MUNICIPAL BOARD FOR 1933 139 


NIAGARA PENINSULAR RAILWAY 


During the year ending 31st December, 1933, it is reported that this railway did not make 
any extension to track. 


: It is, however, reported that during the same period an expenditure was made on track 
improvements, overhead structure, rolling stock, buildings, etc., of $2,829.47. 


NortH YONGE RAILWAYS 


_The Toronto Transportation Commission, which operates the above railway, reports that 
during the year ending December 31st, 1933, it did not make any extensions to track. 
It also reports that during the same period it did not make any expenditure on track improve- 
ments, overhead structure, rolling stock, etc. 


Port ARTHUR CIviIc RAILWAY 


During the year ending December 31st, 1933, it is reported that this railway did not make 
any extension to track. 
; It is reported, however, that during the same period an expenditure was made on track 
improvements, overhead structure, rolling stock, buildings, etc., of $12,526.85. 


SuDBURY-COPPER CLIFF SUBURBAN ELECTRIC RAILWAY 


It is reported by this Company that during the year ending December 31st, 1933, no extension 
was made to track. 

It is also reported during the same period that the Company did not make any expenditure 
on track improvements, overhead structure, rolling stock, etc. 


TEMISKAMING AND NORTHERN ONTARIO RAILWAY 


It is reported by the Temiskaming and Northern Ontario Railway Commission that during 
the year December 31st, 1932, to December 31st, 1933, they did not make any extensions to 
the track of the Temiskaming and Northern Ontario Railway. 

The Commission also reports that during the same period a total expenditure was made on 
track improvements, rolling stock, buildings, etc., of $4,126.15. 


TuHuRLOw RamLway CoMPANY 


During the year ending December 31st, 1933, it is reported that this Company did not make 
any extensions to track. 

It is also reported that during the same period a total expenditure was made on track 
improvements, overhead structure, rolling stock, buildings, etc., of $3,489.34. 


TILLsoNn SpuR Line RAmway CoMPANY 


It is reported that during the year ending 31st December, 1933, this Company did not make 
any extension to track. 

During the same period it is reported that the Company did not make any expenditure on 
track improvements, overhead structure, buildings, machinery, etc. 


THE TORONTO TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 


The Commission report that during the year December 31st, 1932, to December 31st, 1933, 
they made an extension to tracks at a cost of $2,823.48. 

It is also reported that during the same period they made an expenditure on track 
improvements, overhead structure, rolling stock, buildings, machinery, etc., of $204,032.08. 


TOWNSHIP OF YORK AND WESTON RAILWAYS 


The Toronto Transportation Commission, which operates the above railway, reports that 
no extension was made to the tracks during the year ending December 31st, 1933. ; 

It is also reported that during the same period no expenditure was made on track improve- 
ments, overhead structure, rolling stock, buildings, ete. 


WentwortuH INCLINE Ramtway, LIMITED 


It is reported by this Company that during the year ending December 31st, 1933, no 
extensions were made to track. ; 

During the same period it is also reported that no expenditure was made on track improve- 
ments, overhead structure, rolling stock, machinery, etc. 
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TORONTO, 1933 


Summary by months of all accidents on lines of the Toronto Transportation Commission 
from January Ist to December 3ist, 1933 


Collisions with motorcycles 

andgbicy.clespneresmniitcn 
Collisions with wagons 
Boardingacarswae amen meee 
Alighting from cars 
Falling within cars 


Derailment of cars 
Miscellaneous 


Total, all accidents..... 


Personal injuries, all degrees: 
To passengers............ 
MOvOthersigeiattaaregs hac 


Fatal Accidents: 
To passengers............ 
Morotherss arescre sere eee 


ue w fy 
Pal 5 3 o 

e| Ss s|_ B| & g\é el 

3 ta u aye > vo iS 5 p ° 5 o wi 

Fiore] eal GS lel eslelers |S] & i]s 

Sle tells lslSiela@lolzilal & 
a tf 
2 | Nil | Nil] Nil | Nil | Nil] 2 2)Nil| 4 3 3 16 
178 |238 |233 |166 |171 |183 |178 |198 |269 |207 |398 |556 | 2,975 
2 2 4 6 6 4 6 5 5 8 5 2 55 
5 7 4 7 5 5 5 4 2 6 7 9 66 
10 9} 15 | 12 8 7 8 6 SS yy) Salil 114 
HO | 12 WO | WS | 22 BA | Wb | Wil | Wb | 1 fi) 206 
7x0) || 1D |) SD) ) Bil |) SO 1) 33 |) 2S} BS | SO |) lG || 82) Svs 337 
Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil] Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil Nil 
28 | 32 | 41 | 38 | 45 | 50 | 49 | 41 | 33 | 26 | 66 | 92 541 
267 1319 |355 |265 |296 |314 |285 |302 |358 |294 |538 |717 | 4,310 
39 | 28 | 42 | 34 | 43 | 69 | 41 | S1 | 45 | 43 | 56 | 60 551 
15 |.14 | 10} 10 8 @ |) WP 5 6 8 | 20 | 26 140 
$4 || 42) 52 | 44 | 51 | 75 | 53) 56 | Si || Sd | 76 | 86 691 
Nil | Nal | Nil] Nail | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nail | Nil | Nil} Nil | Nil} Nil 
1 2 | Nil | Nal 1 | Nil) Nil | Nil | Nil] 2 1 1 8 
1 2 | Nil) Nil} 1 | Nil} Nil | Nil | Nil} 2 1 1 8 
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HAMILTON, 1933 


Summary by months of all accidents on the Hamilton Street Railway 


From January 1st to December 31st, 1933 


No. 24 


Collisions with cars......... 
Collisions with autos........ 
Collisions with motorcycles 

andabicyGleSimc Hasek: 
Collisions with wagons...... 
iBoandinguCansee em ieraats aces 
Alighting from cars......... 
Derailment of cars.......... 
Miscellaneous.............. 
w Total all accidents........ 


Personal injuries, all degrees: 


Mopassengsersieiae se 
ANG) OPM ais'Gioce ososn von 


Fatal accidents: 
Mospassengerss trae secie 
SMovothenrsheercat eric. 


- 5 onli 
He) 
4 g de a @ 3 5 ie = 
Fo fs 3 /o/]/2/]o0] o 3 
=) u fe > oO ~ 50 » Ss > ° a) 
8 ra Ss By ee ost | ete Fr MD) ° o iS) 
Se les ia Peaks (She |e | Oia el & 
Se ee ne ce 
Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil Nil Nil 
80 | 39 | 26 | 25 | 38 | 29 | 47 | 30 | 24 | 38 | 46 | 46 468 
1 | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nal | Nil | Nil | Nil 3 1 Nil 1 6 
3 2 | Nil 1 2 1 | Nil il 1 3 Nil 1 15 
1 1 | Nil | Nil | Nil 1 | Nil | Ni! | Nil | Nil Nil 1 4 
1 | Nil 1 | Nil 1 | Nil 1 | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil Nil 4 
Nil | Nil | Nil | Nal | Nil | Nil] Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil Nil 
4 1 1 | Nil | Nil 2 | Nil | Nil 1 2 1 1 13 
90 | 43 | 28 | 26 | 41 | 33 | 48 | 31 | 29 | 44 | 47 | 50 510 
2 2 1 | Nil 1 2 1 | Nil 1 1 1 2 14 
6 2 1 6 1 1 | Nil | Nil 1 2 | Nil | Nil 20 
8 4 2 6 2 3 1 | Nil 2 3 1 2 34 
Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil} Nal | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil) Nil} Nil 
Nil | Nil | Nil | Nail | Nal | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nal Nil 
Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil] Nil} Nil 
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LONDON, 1933 
Accidents on London Street Railway 
From January 1st to December 31st, 1933 
M ue 
eg ee (eee ee 
ales ie |e g & at & € pie 
eS S/SlSlEl/S/F e181 8/8) & 
Sy) Sl ere es Py el ea eS) fe fey | ie 
Collisions with cars......... Nil | Nil} Nil | Nal | Nil | Nal | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil} Nil 
Collisions with autos........ 20 | 27 | 20 | 16 | 18 9 | 14 | 14 | 17 | 21 | 46 | 52 274 
Collisions with motorcycles 
and bicycles744....05 0 1 | Nil | Nil | Nil} Nil | Nil} 2 | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil 3 
Collisions with wagons...... 1 | Nil} Nil) 1 | Nil | Nil] Nil) Nil] 2 | Nil) 1 | Nil 5 
Boarding icarsenmee eee 1 |} Nil] Nil} 1 2 1 1} Nil} 2 1 i 2 & 15 
Alighting from cars......... Nil} 1)Nil| Ni} 1 2 3 1 1 1 2 | Nil 12 
Derailment of cars.........| Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil] Nil | Nil | Nil} Nil 
Miscellaneous.............. 3 1 | Nil} 3 DIN ae? 2 BN ON SG |. al 33 
Total all accidents......| 26 | 29 | 20 | 21 | 23 | 14 | 22 | 17 | 28 | 28 |.56| 58] 342 
Personal injuries, all degrees: 
Mospassengers...-.2.9.... 2 1 1 1 3 3 =O |} 8 BE BN SNe 8 Sil 
shorotherstearaocey es se 1 77d ON 50 ees) 3 2 1 1 Sil ean Pin S) 1 26 
MRotaleee Savsern cr deere te Slee ys ae Oe Shee | LP AO |W Cy. Blk w 63 
Fatal accidents: : . : F : 3 ‘ : 
To passengers..........- -..| Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nal | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil] Nil | Nil} Nil 
Morothersiy saws dia pehe Nil | Nil | Nil] Nil} 2 | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil 2 
otal careers eis Nil | Nil | Nil] Nil} 2 | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil | Nil 2 
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INDEX TO RAILWAY LEGISLATION 


in chronological order 


The following Index has been made with the object of conbinuinge, Lee Rot AROCURE 


all the legislation passed by the Dominion and Provincial Government 
railways situated wholly or partially within the Province of Ontario. O14 qa 

“List No. 2’? was commenced on page 272 of our Ninth Annual Report io i an¢ 
continued on page 172 of our Twenty-fifth Annual Report (1930), on page 165 of our men Sa 
Annual Report (1931), on page 160 of our Twenty-seventh Annual Report (1932), and in the 


following list up to and inclusive of 1933. Ghent vee 
An Act T0 AMEND THE RaiLway Act: 
DominiontStatutenee sree eee eae QoewpooseanasincepoaeD aan 47 1933 
(Re authority to abandon operation of any line of railway 
ALGOMA CENTRAL AND Hupson Bay RAILWAY COMPANY: 56 1933 


DomintonyS ta tutes react tiac eee oie east pe eres eon ee eee tes Pees aceon custo 
Act respecting. f 3 
(Extension of time for construction and completion of portion of line 
of railway.) 


CANADIAN NATIONAL RAILWAYS: 
DOMINTOMFS LAE MTS eas Seumesse csi koe a Ea aoe 33 1933 
Act respecting. 
(To provide for co-operation with Canadian Pacific Railway System, 
and for other purposes.) 


CANADIAN NATIONAL RAILWAYS: 
Dominions Statute rye saa eyvc Ge eae eran eee ee ea eae 34 1933 
Act respecting. 
(Authorizing provision of moneys to meet expenditures, 1933, and 
to authorize the making of loans and advances.) 


NipissiInG CENTRAL RAILWAY COMPANY: 
DOMiMionsS tatute casera erate ee aie RCs ge a ea ee OV 1933 
Act respecting. 
(Extension of time for completion.) 


QUEBEC, MONTREAL AND SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY: 
Dominion Statutes wi sey wry wick easieg Cee Le ae 58 1933 


VANCOUVER, VICTORIA AND EASTERN RAILWAY AND NAVIGATION COMPANY, AND 
THE NorTHERN PaciFic RAILwAay CoMPANY: 
Dominion, Statuterccs spr ar mnt eres hyo ee eae yee ee 60 1933 


Winpsor, Essex AND Lake SHORE ELEctric RAILWAY ASSOCIATION: 
On vamlorS table ue peer ines oregon eet ae oh eae Ronee a ede 111 1933 
INC ITESDEChIN pak we ioe Settee Pua t dg ail patna Speen nee Sh eet 
(Stay of actions against municipalities, etc.) 
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FORMS 


FORM THAT MAY BE USED IN CONNECTION WITH THE EXAMINATION 
OF MOTORMEN 


Name of City or Town 


NAME OF RAILWAY 


265, Tes eee ene under ‘‘The Railway Act, 1927,” R.S.O., Chapter 224, Section 
offazelancl ee seer fetaatets cise: im chesehighwnwele lisesi eee eye neem Ibs 
COmIplextonkinnees anne , as to his sung es 2 motorman, that the said................. ie 
PGE HO Oo SE Se ae Rac i eee Tee is of stea abi is i i ility, 1 i 
and general knowledge of, and experience in, this voce saline Be ee eee 
electric motor car of said Company. 

I have been duly appointed an examiner under the said Act, my appointment being dated 


Examiner. 


FORM TO BE USED BY COMPANIES IN REPORTING ACCIDENTS 


ACCIDENTS: Regulations under and in pursuance of Sections 275 and 276 of “The Railway 
Act, 1927.”  R.S.O., Chapter 224. 


_ ACCIDENTS.—Every company upon the happening of an accident shall give to the Ontario 
Railway and Municipal Board notice thereof in writing by delivering the same at the office of the 
Board in the City of Toronto or by mailing it, postage prepaid, in a registered letter addressed 
to the Board. 

_Such notice shall contain a statement signed by a duly authorized officer of such company, 
setting forth the information and particulars hereinafter mentioned. 

Such statement shall be divided into paragraphs, each of which shall include and refer to 
one (or one group) only of the numbered particulars hereinafter mentioned, and the paragraph 
referring to each respective numbered particular shall bear the number corresponding to the 
number her fter given for each such particular. 

The nu...oers of paragraphs and the particulars to which each shall refer as aforesaid are 
as follows: 
; Name or names of company or companies concerned in accident. 

Numbers of train, engine, car or motor. 
. Date and time of accident. 
. Nature of accident. 
Exact location. 
Name in full, address and legal addition of each persons injured or killed. 
Age. 
Married or single. 
. Passenger, employee or other. 
If employee, length and nature of service with dates and periods of different 
occupations (if more than one). 
11. If employee, character, experience, skill and fitness with respect to occupa- 
tion at time of accident. 
12. How engaged at time of accident, and how long on duty. 
13. Cause of accident, how same occurred, with full particulars and details, and 
diagram, if required. ‘ 
14. Persons in charge, with full names, addresses and the particulars referred 
to in paragraphs 10, 11 and 12. | 
15. Result to person and particulars of injury. 
16. Result to property, including amount of damage. ; 
17. Names and addresses of all persons present at, or eye witnesses of, the 
accident. 
18. What investigation (if any), and result of same. 
19. Verdict (if any). 

The Board reserves the right to require such further and other details, particulars, maps, 
plans, profiles, documents, models and information or illustration of any kind as to the nature 
of the accident and a full understanding thereof may suggest or require. : 

In pursuance of Sections 275 and 276 of said Act, the Board declares that all such information 
so given in pursuance of this regulation shall be privileged. 

Signature of Officer. 


N.B.—Give name of officer who fills out this report. 


poy 


SO IQ UU Go 1S 
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REGULATIONS 


REGULATION AS TO HEIGHT OF CAR STEPS 


Under and in pursuance of a certain order of the Board bearing date the aad day ot June, 
A.D. 1909, The Ontario Railway and Municipal Board made the following regu sg a 

The steps on all cars hereafter constructed and used by The Toronto i ane oan % 
and all other street and electric railways under the jurisdiction of this Board shall have step 
conforming to the following regulations: 

On alesed single truck ee height of the first step above the ground shall not be less than 
twelve nor more than fifteen inches. 

On closed double truck cars the height of the first step above the ground shall not be less 
than fourteen nor more than sixteen inches. 

On open single truck cars the height of the first step above the ground shall be not less than 
twelve nor more than fifteen inches, and the distance between the first and second steps and the 
second step and the floor of the car shall measure twelve inches and nine inches respectively. 

On open double truck cars, the height of the first step above the ground shall be not less than 
fourteen nor more than sixteen inches, and the distance between the first and second steps and the 
second step and the floor of the car shall measure twelve inches and fourteen inches respectively. 


REGULATION RE DRINKING WATER ON PASSENGER CARS 


Every Electric Railway Company in Ontario, subject to the jurisdiction of the Board, shall 
provide in each passenger car which runs 20 miles or more, a suitable receptacle for water with 
paper cups attached upon or near such receptacle, and shall keep such receptacle, while the car 
is in use, constantly supplied with cool drinking water for the use of passengers and the conductor 
and motorman in charge of such car. 

This regulation shall not apply to street railways in towns or cities. 


(Sgd.) C. R. McKEown, 
Chairman. 
(Sgd.) A. B. INGRAM, 
Vice-Chairman, 
(Sgd.) J. A. Extts, 
Commissioner. 


Dated at Toronto, this 10th day of April, A.D. 1928. 
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WENTWORTH INCLINE RAILWAY, LIMITED 
BALANCE SHEET AS AT DECEMBER 3ist, 1933 
ASSETS 
CURRENT Ii eget hin Cogan Sige laut (aha avo aCe aay 191,653 54 
Gashyong Randa er meneame Dyn nasces $ 189 04 ee 
BalancelinyBanicaee i yee uence oemay le Torey 2,149 38 
Sayings Accounts..5...). 0.) $1,986 61 
Current Account... 2.5. 162 77 
$2,149 38 
Conductors! WoanAccountsis..2 40550-46000. % 50 00 
ANGeOVMIMES INGOONAING, |. 65 ova dnaboduubocsoowens 182 55 
Bondsiandistocksiat Coste nenee 188,459 77 
Prepaidhbxpensesnecers seer ty sen einen eee 622 80 
$191,653 54 
TIN WES DID Sees seats em eg a ih APRESS le las net RE 45,027 14 
Plant and Equipment, Road Bed, etc............. $114,409 22 
Buildinger cara eee ei een 9,500 00 
Warr dria cca Wed pe Crd ar SONIA ITO Ree srs 26,078 25 
$149,987 47 
Less: Reserve for Depreciation................. 104,960 33 
$45,027 14 
LIABILITIES 
(GUI N DEL eae eo ecte eee NCTE aale RSENS ah MST ORs car SIS SIS TANS UEC RT vgn ce Penne ce tiogs $725 00 
Atccountsphayabletacniimtiniiern clit ice $375 00 
Tickets Outstanding Reserve................... 350 00 
$725 00 
SHAREHOLDER GH cer Siete ae eine tice areke tales ancl desderd Et a ah uect Ahem Mars unsheparal aleteran este 235,955 68 
(CapitaleStocksssete mecca eer: FEN RSC ae $27,800 00 
SpecialgResenvereee erie ctr cas 46,891 56 
Rrofitwand es ossmACCOUMt ey ei weieiecieie treet the tei-iei- 161,264 12 
$235,955 68 


Subject to letter dated February 7th, 1934. 
EMW/EM—7/2/34 


$236,680 68 $236,680 
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WENTWORTH INCLINE RAILWAY, LIMITED 
PROFIT AND LOSS ACCOUNT FOR YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31st, 1933 


EARNINGS: 7196 31 ~< 
Ticket Sales, Passengers, Freight, etc.............0 00 -+ eee eee terete $17,1 
DIVIDENDS/AND INTEREST RECEIVED! 2 senna) sees sees ese ici ete 3,156 25 
IFEX DNSE Spay MeN a Pa cae a nea Rhea cee ra ara hare ne eect ete $27,877 89 

InwOL Ionwese ainGl IMAM, o se oo oocnasccanodaneouvE $1,611 03 
General Expense, Taxes, Directors’ Fees and Salary 4,237 57 
irs Ura CO aerate ocho nn nae ee ae eT ena cteey 661 19 
Insurances @laimmerah qemrerert err rmri Soe: 220 00 
Oilvan'diWrasterinc onc tos csi nae ism neus 86 86 
IREPAalns se Se ey Sane Hepes Marcie ea Ean 194 43 
Wa gOS act tose tein oti any daar mney oie een avec 14,908 85 
Mepreciationi rere Nsw pln aer eee meet: 5,957 96 

$27,877 89 

INE DYIEOSSREORS PERIOD Weticar vane xt on cisaheD alder a oe oe Ue eeR ES 1,825 83 


$27,877 89 $27,877 89 


PROFIT AND Loss SUMMARY 


Balance—January 1st, 1933....... Pe ae ea Rey AO SAE Mea eG $168,463 57 
IMBIOCPBIMNCS RGSS WAGE OF cou aconovcsvoovadunowondonnoooosounooeunbosouS 2,110 50 
Operacinepleossnomy cate OSGi en isn rae ae ae $7,525 33 
Onirato@ Compamnes Ware Jail, goocseconcocanocusucunuocuduccogae 116 62 
Dividends parcdhalO33ieonercy rence eee Oe een Lane 1,668 00 
Balancesper palan ceusheetwn. 0 sneteri rants OCR oon ee 161,264 12 


$170,574 07 $170,574 07 


Subject to letter dated February 7th, 1934. 
EMW/EM—7/2/34 
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iepislationN Special Minna aicmand mys nen. we. ee aie! «til Naini aly aes Cue Rane aaa 123 

ocaliimprovements e Apportionment (oticostesy ys 95. 0 ee annie enn 125 

- i ANoyovConveell WENek SAAN IONS Dis oovoscecsssonuacnnccscccsenanna, 123 
? eee assessment of property re opening of lane. 125 

Parks—Setting aside part of for athletic purposes............................_.. pe 

Repeal of Money By-laws as to Residue not raised.......................... 126 

Resencieal Aans, Esialobicinmemt OF. .onucnclclsconcuacececJ)..000! 126 

Restricted Areas, Repeal or amendment ot................... ; Sap Mogi eine 126 

Sinkines Hund sp provallotalinvest mer tt0 ie eins eee eat nS umn 127 

Sterling—Issue of Debentures in (Section 296a of “The Municipal Act,” as enacted 

by Section 8 of ‘‘The Municipal Amendment Act, 1933,” Chap. CLES eos Soe 127 


Tax rate, Further Debt where rate too high 
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Fae ayinene Bevel Acta (Ontario) 9832— =D inect Relich ae iene ene 128 
dene ee aes ey ae ae 
Mich Seales, Woke nines Corll, Sige sages peat cues sucsdoscste scene. sect... 109 

/ords ordered by Dominion Railway Commission and The Ontario Municipal Board 129 
ic 

Canada Cement Company, Limited, vs. Villa 

¢ C y, , VS. ge of Lakefield (Assessment Appeal)...... 101 

Canadian International Paper Company vs. Town of Hawkesbury (Assessment Appeal). 103 


Car Steps, Height of—See “Railways.” 
Cars (Passenger), ve Drinking Water on—See “Railways.” 
cay Estate, Mary, and Martin Carty Estate vs. City of Toronto (Assessment Appeal). 72 
hats Falls Water Power Development—See ‘‘Kingdon Mining, Smelting and Manufac- 
turing Company, Ltd.” 


Childs Company, Limited, vs. City of Toronto (Assessment Appeal).................. 72 
Coniston, Town of—See “W. A. MacDowell, et al.” 
Copper Cliff, Town of—Application by, for annexation thereto, of part Township of Snider 71 
D 
Dalrymple, Harry, et al, vs. Commissioners for the Telephone System of the Municipality 
of Tuckersmith (Complaint as to service)............... AE Te ee i 1il 
Debentures, Municipal. 
Changerinulvatevotalnterescronmeener iris tyro pert sree eae area en 123 
IDXOUSAES ion) IREHIS ©? IMT Os coasloscocoonecascue sosscneueeeaucsossonseeccs 123 
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HSSuegOlping SO Lenlin grrascrciie sates tes certs. # AEtIS ep miler ys eso > gaa ee eee 127 
Wallilationo fate umameacrs Sassen Niet states ose horas EN Se END Pek yh ae teen ee 8, 116 
Defaulting (Supervised) Municipalities (Part VI, Chap. 27, O.S. 1932)................ 121 
Defaulting Roman Catholic Separate School Boards (Part VI, Chap. 27, O.S. 1932)..... 121 
Direct Relief—‘‘Unemployment Relief Act (Ontario), 1933”......................--- 128 
Dominion Bank vs. City of Toronto (Assessment Appeal).........................-. 75 
Dominion Natural Gas Company, Limited, vs. Township of Oneida (Assessment Appeal) 66 
Deminion Natural Gas Company, Limited, vs. Township of Walpole (Assessment Appeal) 66 
Dominion Railway Commission and Ontario Municipal Board, Works ordered by...... 129 
Drinking Water on Passenger Cars—Regulations respecting......................... 148 
E 
East York, Township of, Approval By-law No. 2484, further amending By-law No. 1243 
G2 GHHKASOD Ol Woymad ny jh WA). cooaccdcseacssesvckcsuneconsoessssnounonse 82 
Eaton Company, Ltd., T.—City of Toronto vs. (Assessment Appeal)................. ail 
Electric, Steam and Incline Railways under Provincial jurisdiction, 1933............. 140 ef seq. 
Etobicoke, Township of—Approval Restricted Area By-law No. 4018.................. 82 
Examination of Motormen, Form of Certificate for...................:....--2------ 147 
Extension of Debenture Issue Period of Municipal By-laws.................-...-...: 121 
Etengion Git Mlerai@yoe)| WUE. ooo oconaccdadossognpeesesoogcnbsuseadnasossacasen 11, 118 
Extensions and Improvements to Provincial Railways......................:-.005: 137 et seq. 
F 
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Maas, Uaeite Ot CEE Ss Gasooosasacagadbasegusdooodoune toon ognaauccadcanesccenos 135 
Rinancial BillsReports torthe House 725 ase vss esis eters ses etn 8 
Fire Halls, Fire Engines, etc., Purchase of equipment. ................-.------s-ess 122 
Floating Indebtedness (re issue of debentures to (AIRS GANG Ci) ap oe occgascescnsasosece 8,121 
Forest Hill, Village of, Approval Restricted Area By-law No. 730 (Castlefield, St. Clements, 
Boe shill ame Calton AsOnwes)).congos0000. genodoooctoabeconecesaunoanebonnee 83 
Form of Certificate for Examination of Motormen...................+++.------5---- ee 
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Fort Frances, Town of, Imperial Oil Company, Ltd., vs. Cee ae eee 15 
Fourteen King Street East, Ltd., vs. City of Toronto (Assessment ‘\ppeal).- «++ => ++ * ion 
Funds, Sinking, Approval of By-laws for Investment of. .....-+-+-+-s+2ssss erst 
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imi i A Diiaekamaguusaagoe mace 76 
Globe Realty, Limited, vs. City of Toronto Ce pele poo 
Gorrie, Village of—See ‘‘Wroxeter Telephone Company, Limited. 
Guardian Realty Company of Canada, Limited, vs. City of Toronto (Assessment Appeal He 
Teele MONT EIStKEEL) risers ese hs eect tee Pr opua see pugoda Ad soup acon. = 
Guardian Realty Company of Canada, Limited, vs. City of Toronto (Assessment Appeal a 
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Hamilton, City of—Application for approval By-law re Local Improvement (cement walk ot 
Ont Wiles Ges) ss. oo spouse avvesaus Supe ssemageaas Bosoeiays 
s is Hydro-Electric Commission of City of Hamilton vs. (apportionment of 
cost of removal of certain poles and wires)..............-.. ei 29 
- é Petition of R. J. Passmore, ef al, against Local Improvement (pipe 
sewer on Queensdale Avenue). ...-.......-+-+-+-.-.5+---0--:: 21 
s . Summary of Accidents (1933) on lines in........./...-......---- 144 
i e Thomas William Hand vs. (Assessment Appeal)................-- 90 
Bs Westdale Properties, Limited, vs. (Assessment Appeal)............ 88 
Hamilton Street Railway Company, et ad—Summary of Accidents, 1933, on lines of..... 144 
Hand, Thomas William, vs. City of Hamilton (Assessment Appeal)................... 90 
Hawkesbury, Town of—Authority to issue Debentures to pay Floating Indebtedness of . 84 
rt 4 Canadian International Paper Company, vs. (Assesment Appeal) 103 
Height of Car Steps—Regulation respecting................... Las weage lables ud do sate 148 
Heinz Company, H. J.—Petition for annexation to Town of Leamington of part of Town- 
SHiprOfallersearemicepnceee overeat beac ime ys cee ape aan ca ON eer GR 106 
Mighwayst (marrow) tsagitcyrs csesticcs Maske Seok peters eee eet aoene MeN ae AUT eta ee en 122 


Highways of Ontario (Public), Department of—Compensation to Thomas J. and Edward 
J. Mahony for lands expropriated in Township of 
Saltfleetsby, \siisca hen oda es ae anaes oe aie FORA Ee cts 65 
Department of—Compensation to Toronto General Trusts 
Corporation, Executors and Trustees of Estate of 
Alice Roy Sweny, deceased, for lands expropriated in 
MownshiprotyNorthevork byes een in ee 15 
Department of—Compensation to Mary Jean Warwood 
for lands expropriated due to widening and extension 
OfpAventies Koay casmys ott consi a ee gee ern 70 
Huron and Erie Mortgage Corporation vs. City of Toronto (Assessment Appeal)....... 75 
Hydro-Electric Commission of City of Hamilton—See ‘‘Hamilton.” 
Hydro-Electric Power Commission of Ontario—See ‘‘Kingdon Mining, Smelting and 
Manufacturing Co. Ltd.” 
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Imperial Oil Company, Limited, vs. Town of Fort Frances (Assessment 2D ed) hee 91 
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inereaseduBorrowingsibyaNiumicipalibies sess Maal eee tr nye aan enum enn ce ee numa 122 
Indebtedness, Floating (ve issue of debentures to take care of)........................ 8,121 
Index, Analytical Classified, of Applications to Board............................. 115 et seq. 
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Lakefield, Village of; Canada Cement Company, Limited, vs. (Assessment Appeal)... .. 101 
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_Land Titles Act, The”—Approval Plans under.......................... 9,129 
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Lennox, Robert C., vs. City of Toronto (claim for exemption of 1025 St. Clarens Avenue 
TEsO DEN ING IOLMlAN GS) awardee eee ANC aa OA aN DN ec ee cae ere ra 93 
Levine, Abraham (Agent for H. W. Petrie), vs. City of Toronto (Assessment Appeal)... 29 
Local Improvements—Apportionment of cost of.......................-.+.... 20... 125 
% < Approvalaundertal<in ovo fewor ky ase nee ar een = ue 123 
i i laim ve assessment of property re opening of lane.............. ee 
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London, City of, Summary of Accidents, 1933, on lines in..................-.-.-.--. 145 
London Street Railway, Summary of Accidents, 1933, on lines of..................... 145 
M 
Mahony, Thomas J. and Edward J—Compensation in respect to lands expropriated in 
Township of Saltfleet, by the Department of Public Highways of Ontario.......... 65 
Martin, Norman P., vs. Township of Scarborough (Assessment INDIE). oo bscdcocoe: 98 
Mersea, Township of—Petition of H. J. Heinz Company for annexation part of, to Town as 
OfeBearmiim ptOmbpe meus eattstne tate ek ae tea ae cae tetege cP Sy Sine sae HeeP alc tee oe 
Mimico, Town of—Approval Restricted Area By-law 880, Lake Shore Road, between ‘ 
Bebidn Avenue engl Churn Swe). .o5050c.0nbepoonancccsocobusnogousgosousuce 84 
Miscellaneous Matters under Board’s jurisdiction.....-.........0..........-....-5-. 11, 119 
Money By-laws, Repeal of, as to residue not raised...............................5. 126 
Moore, Nancy, Henry T., and Alfred Franklin, ys. City of Toronto (Assessment Appeal 
2 CORANE IBUNGCINS).o clo coooaoot sqocan sn padaoueloscc dd on oncacanadandoosoues 
MotormentHormyofs Ceruinicate Lone xaminationvolyee eerie mirroesrieiereicaene 147 
Moyer, H. R. A., vs. Township of Scarborough (Assessment Appeal).................. 98 
“Municipal Board Act, ans Onan. (Ghia Pees) ee resi Pe cep ey One cae oa 125 
Municipal By-laws—See “By-laws.” : 
Nrunicipal Debentures, Extension of Debenture Issue Period.....................5.-. jae 
s bi WalltGEinon Clas ccesucecpoclsendgogoscusodaqsshuannmnunapounag 8,11 
i s Utilities, Extension of........ Je Ae lsiardhc pects eset 11,118 
Municipalities Defaulting (upervised) oe “Defaulting Municipalities. re 
icipalities, Increased Borrowings by.......................... aWanieh@adidage giao 
Mate oan B.; Commissioners for Telephone System of the Municipality of Tucker- tee 
smith (re Order requiring Respondent to deliver up books, vouchers, etc.), vs. ....- 
Mc 
MacDowell, et al, W. A.—Application fou incorperacicn of certain portions of Township of os 
Neelon, under the name of ‘Town of Coniston”. ......-.-- 0.0). --5-- Pococes : 
McMordie, James, ys. City of Toronto (claim for exemption of 56 Greenlaw Avenue re e 
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Northern Develbonient: Deparenent of—Claim of T. A. Bebee for Come e ie ands 
expropriated for purposes of Trans-Canada Highway in Pembroke-Nor ay a 
GIGHOM NZ aireGs SPL Eeswobdn bobeavanseuaeborAUopuEDar SNe A emg Ease eguNoR sy P SS 
O 
Oneida, Township of; Dominion Natural Gas Company, Ltd., vs. (Assessment Mppeal) 66 
One-Man Cars—Application by Toronto Transportation Commission for operation o 5) 
Sherbourne Street route of approved type of.............. Sap dogs soon ont aa 2 
Ontario Department of Public Highways—See “Highways (Public), Department of. ie 
“Ontario| Municipal Board Act, 1932” (Chap. 27)... 2. - +2. M20. ns oe 
(Appeal respecting payment ve administration of justice) eee Oar tne eines SeantaCl a: D 
Ontario Municipal Board and Dominion Railway Commission, works ordered by......- z 
Ontario Municipal Board, Organization of.........--..- +--+ +--+ sees ses 2 
Organization of the Ontario Municipal Board..................--:. Saangyen ces oe 
Ottawa, City of—Application for approval of Local Improvements (sidewalks or pave- 
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INS STAD lnc Le Nan ORES Ode me Ca aawre cme Some as bc 
S ‘s Application he approval of certain Local Improvements (sidewalks, 
pavements, etc., on cee ae Daly Avenue, Echo Drive, Ot 
Bronson Avenue and Isbyon Street)... 0.0. 6-626 0) 4.008 eee 
Ys a Application for approval of certain Local Improvement works on 
©Gonunor andi @umberlandtStreetsam re a eee ee nar 107 
s Approval Restricted Area By-law 7604 (St. George’s Ward).......... 79 
re i Approval Restricted Area By-law 7605 (St. George’s Ward).......... 719 
i . Approval Restricted Area By-law 7606 (Dalhousie Ward)........... 80 
. S Approval Restricted Area By-law 7610 (St. George’s Ward).......... 81 
S Approval Restricted Area By-law 7641 (Central Ward).............. 87 
a Approval Restricted Area By-law 7735 (Central Ward).............. 108 
i s Approval Restricted Area By-law 7748 (St. George’s Ward).......... iia 
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RaTkcmseniinpaasicespaniOlmomatnleul CypUnDOSCS EER etl eile eee 125 
Passmore, R. J., e¢ ad—Petition against City of Hamilton Local Improvement (pipe sewer 
lomi@ueensdalew venue) Myspe een ate oede cee ene SUN Rates oo aee ase ree neem 21 
Petrie, H. W.—See “‘Levine.” 
“Planning and Development Act, The’’—Approval Plans under............. Bid aie on 9,129 
kins Cama quloabiicnone), Ayana Or. abu oecsesnbudaboodoonasoncsscunnbacuasecen 9, 129 
Roser Commnesion amc! nlite WielltiGS,csccsdedonscccoccubocado0ucux55c0000ns0800% 125 
Provincial Railways—See “Railways.” 
Public Highways of Ontario, Department of—See “Highways.” 
Public Utilities—See ‘‘Utilities.” 
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G 2 Electric, Steam and Incline, under Provincial Jurisdiction, 1933. .140 et seq 
G & Examination of Motormen, Form of Certificate for............. 147 
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Belief Act (Ontario), 1933, Unemployment’’—Direct Relief....................... 128 
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Repeal of Money By-laws as to Residue not FAISEC Pian. Coren Ree yee nes dae ieee i 126 
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See e MabilavedsS umn aiaya0 teen ro ne 142 
Reports on Examination of Motorman—Form for.................... 147 
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Restricted Areas, Approval of By-laws establishingy: «cae years peal a gn ea em ceael 126 
Restricted Areas, Repeal or Amendment of.............................0..00 126 
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Riverside, Town of, Roman Catholic Separate School Board of, re jurisdiction in respect to 
7 SGC ASalnCS Se en a ies aS aces Woe ae Regn gL SLADE Cw ck Apres wae cae 25 
ees Town of, vs. Walkerville-East Windsor Water Commission (new schedule of 
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Rochester Heights, Limited, et al—Petition for annexation to Town of Timmins, of part 
dliowmshipkRisdale ssa agree er tein he se ue De eas an ae eam 103 
Roman Catholic Separate School Boards, Defaulting—See ‘‘Defaulting Roman Catholic 
Separate School Boards.”’ 
Roman Catholic Separate School Board, Town of LaSalle—Re jurisdiction in respect to 
; . : indebtediessirm meee ver aera ee 27 
. “Town of Riverside—Re jurisdiction in respect to 
indebtednesss. ca Cry tree eee 25 
: 4 = é “Township of Sandwich East—Re jurisdiction in 
3 TeEspeciatonmdeb ted necc en sees 23 
° % : “Township of Sandwich West—Re jurisdiction in 
respect to indebtedness.................. 26 
o a < s “Town of Tecumseh—Re jurisdiction in respect to 
indebtedness.4 en nese Ree eee 22 
: : - e “City of Windsor—Re exercise of jurisdiction. . . 66 
S 
St. Catharines, City of—Application for approval of asphalt surface on Trafalgar Street. . 105 
Sandwich East, Township of, Roman Catholic Separate School Board of—Re jurisdiction 
INgrespecumtonndebted ness nme tanner 23 
fe ie vs. Walkerville-East Windsor Water Commission—Re sche- 
duleiofiwatenratesetis. act a eer ee ee eee 20 
Sandwich West, Township of, Roman Catholic Separate School Board of—Re jurisdiction 
INGKES PECLsLOMIN dEbDtEd HESS ry, akmiosei ce ee Rew ee ORE ee ee eee 26 
Scarborough, Township of, Norman P. Martin vs. (Assessment Appeal)............... 98 
o = H. R. A. Moyer vs. (Assessment Appeal).................. 98 
2 . vs. Scarborough Golf Club (Assessment Appeal) ........... 113 
a g Toronto Hunt vs. (Assessment Appeal)................... 101 
Scarborough Golf Club; Township of Scarborough vs. (Assessment Appeal)............ 113 
Sinking Funds—Approval of By-laws for Investment of............................. 127 
Sittings of the Board........ soasoaesnD aa’ eon oc ee ee Gane Cope a 
Snider, Township of; Application re annexation part of, to Town of Copper Cliff........ 71 
Special Legislation................ lu peae ee pplgsnne oe eae ougpnaesoupoo esas aro: 123 
Stamford, Township of—See ‘‘American Cyanamid Company, et al. 
Stampsn (kaw) iRevenuelcollectea! tml rya etry) et yat tele eet tte 7 
Stamps (leaw,),, Daritt of Hees)payable sini) 0/22 222. ee ees ese Ae 
Sterling, Issue of Debenturesiin= «2.20029 Mee) Sear eae ae 12 
Stratford, City of, Approval Restricted Area By-law No. 3525 (amending By-law No. 2740 
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Supervised Municipalities—See ‘‘Defaulting Municipalities. as 
Supervisor of Telephone Systems, Report of the.........................++ 04-5 one 
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